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THE  RESURRECTION  OF  JESUS. 
The  resurrection  of  Jesus  Is  one  of  the  most  vl'i- 
tal  and  all  embracing  questions  which  can  be  raise :i  in  j 
connection  .vith  His  life  _;nd  work.      The  primary  testimony 
of  the  disciples  q£  Jesus  was  that  they  had  seen  the  resur- 
rected Master,  and  that  He  had  in  His  own  person  communicat- 
ed to  -.hem  the  great  mission  which  they  bore  to  the  world. 
This     it  was,  which  impelled  the  disciples  to  leave  their 
sorrowing  for  their  departed  Friend,  and  to  devote  them-  |j 
selves  henceforth  to  the  preaching  of  a  risen  3aviour:6f  I 
men.      With  energetic  teaching  concentrated  on  this  one 
theme,  the  Christian  Chuiich  was  founded.      Nothing  else  could 
have  given  it  the  impetus  which  its  early  founders  obtained 
in  this  citadel  of  unwavering  faith.     According  to  the  view 
of  Denr^  "Nothing  that  Jesus  was  or  did,  apart  from  the | 
resurrection,  c^n  Justify  or  sustain  the  religious  life 
which  we  see  in  the  New  Testament."     So  likewise  Strauss  :| 
speaks  of  the  "crowning  miracle  of  the  resurrection  -  -  | 
that  touchstone  -  -  of  Christianity  Itself."      To  this  test- 
imony might  be  added  the  conviction  of    -ellhausen,  "The  resur- 
rection was  the  foundation  of  the  Christian  faith,"  or  the 
assurance  of  Eurkett  as  to  the  importance  of  the  event  in 
history  when  he  says, "There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Church  of 
the  Apostles  believed  in  the  resurrection  of  their  ^^^''j 
The  best  evidence  for  the  resurrection  is  not  ij 
available  for  our  direct  use.      That  which  made  itself  j 


manifest  to  the  senses  of  the  disciples  is  an  event  in  his- 
tory which  cannot  be  reproduced  for  our  investigation. 
The  statements  of  the  earliest  writers,  however,  are  at  hand 
and  will  bear  close  scrutiny.      But  before  beginning  a  more 
close  and  detailed  study  of  the  problem,  it  is  well  to  con- 
sider with  what  mind  we  shall  follow  our  course.  Some 
begin  with  the  hypothesis  that  the  resurrection  is  impos^i 
sible,  and  usually  end  at  the  pi  ice  where  t'le;-  beg;an.  2u[t, 
..3  "ne-jia/  is  careful  to  point  out,   "reality  is  larger  than 
individual  intelligence"  and  a  perus-.l  of  the  truth  of  the 
problem  is  good  for  the  most  un»ertain  minds.      Harnack  i 
distinguishes  between  the  Easter  faith  and  the  Easter  mes^ 
sage,  showing  his  lack  of  concern  for  that  which  presents  a 
gigantic  problem  to  the  minfls  of  those  who  see  the  real  im- 
portance attached  to  the  conclusion  of  a  careful  study  of  the 
resurrection.  '  ij 

Too  many  begin  their  study  of  t'lis  problem  wlthj 
the  confusing  reports  of  the  Gospel  narratives,  and  from  the 
outset  are  led  into  skepticism  in  regard  to  the  whole  histori- 
cal backgroiand.  It  is  far  preferable  to  begin 
with  the  fact  that  the  resurrection  was  believed  and  preached 
by  the    early  disciples  and  that  it  was  a  powerful  factor 
before  these  G-ospels  were  ever  reduced  to  writing.  *he 
life  of  this  powerful  current  flows  with  unabated  force 
thru  the  |)ages  of  the  New  Testament,  and  throbs  with  llf 


• 

• 

which  demands  the  closest  attention.  The  hard  logic  of 

Mill  cannot  easily  be  set  aside,       "Cnce  admit  a  God,  and  the 
production,  by  His  direct  volition,  of  an  effect  which  in 
any  case  owed  its  origin  to  His  creative  will,   is  no  more 
a  purely  arbitrary  hypothesis  to  account  for  the  past,  but 
nust  be  reckoned  with  as  a  serious  possibility.''^     Not  only 
the  existence  of  the  early  Church  with  all  its  momentum,  but 
also  that  of  the  Church  today,   sustained  by  some  unquestion- 
able power  all  thruugh  the  centuries,  must  also  be  considered 
as  part  of  the  indftstructable  evidence.        As  the  rushing, 
whirling  waters  below  ttie  great  falls  at  Niagara  bear  undeni- 
able testimony  to  the  existence  of  the  mighty  falling  waters 
with  all  their  strength  above,   so  the  existence  of  these 
phenomena  must  be  born  in  mind  as  we  pursue  the  study  of  the 
data  which  comes  to  our  attention.  i| 
There  wa^  a  time  in  the  earlier  history  of 
Christianity  when  the  resurrection  was  considered  an  immova- 
ble corner-stone  to  the  Christian  faith.        As  the  years  passed 
it  became  the  center  of  some  controversy,  for  it  became  evi- 
dent that  it  Wcs  the  center  of  the  stronghold  of  the  new  and 
conquering  faith.  It  was  debated  in  the  days  of  Justin 

i'^rtyr,  and  later,  from  Reimarius  to  Strauss,  the  stream  of 
criticism  f-owed  with  greater  volume.  Ey  many  | 

3trauss  has  been  considered  one  of  the  most  dangerous  op- 
ponents of  the  beliefs       _lieyertheless ,  the  strong  appeali, 
"rCill's  "Logic",  Ek .   Ill,   Chapt .  25) 
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liOf  the  life  and  personality  of  Jesus  and  the  conviction  op 

the  part  of  many  that  his  criticisms  were  fa.ulty,  has  main- 
tained the  problem  to  the  present.      Though  the  state  of  the 
attack  is  now  greatly  changed,  the  interest  in  the  question 
has  the  same  vital  force.      Grounds  of  belief  which  were 
formerly  thought  unassailable,  have  now  become  the  subjects 
of  serious  question.       In  the  light  Of  new  and  more  sclent  - 
ific  knowledge,  even  the  method  of  dealing  with  the  evldtnce 
ha.8  now  been  challenged. 

Our  .attention  is  here  turned  to  the  personality 
of  Christ.  Was  He  truly  historical?  it  will  be  asked  by  | 
many.  The  acceptance  of  the  resurrection  narratives  i 
means  that  the  modern  mind  must  accept  the  performance  ofj 
at  least  one  miracle.  In  fact,  the  proofs 

of  Christ's  resurrection  are  incomparably  greater  than  those 
of  any  other  miracle.      Here  must  be  f oug  it  the  decisive  battle 
which  pertains  to  the  working  of  miracles  in  the  universe. 
-This  resurrection  miracle  is  the  Gibralter  of  all  miracles. 
If  it  cannot  be  found  tenable  all  others  too  must  fall, 
Moreover,  repugnahce  to  the  miracle  is  the  average  attitude 
of  the  man  of  the  world  today.      Strauss  could  admit  of  mo 
such  possible  "interruption"  in  the  chain  of  causes  and 
effects  in  the  cosmic  order  and  regularity.      Such  an  at- 
titude as  this  on  the  part  of  many  thinking  men  is  due  to 
the  enphaslswhlch  is  placed  in  our  modern  day  upon  the  || 
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scientific  study  of  the  universe . 

Painstaiiing  search  and  attention  to  detail  by 
tiOdem  scholars  has  added  to  the  accumulation  of  critical 

material  very  extensively.       Such,  says  Crr,   "furnish  ready 
aids  to  the  disintegration  of  the  text  and  the  evaporation  of 
its  historical  contents."     (p./?)         In  addition  to  this  angle 
of  approach,  there  is  another  fusillade  of  attack  frora  the 
field  of  comparative  religion  and  mythology.     This  advance 
aims  at  explaining  any  riven  religion  from  the  circumstances 
of  its  environirent .       It  basts  its  position  entirely  on  the 
old  Eabylonlan  legends  which  have  been  studied  out  of  their 
^  mtiquity  within  recent  years.  If  its  work  has  succeeded 

in  shaking  the  faith  of  some,  there  are  among  those  who  who  are 
led  on  with  its  argument  a  number  with  Harnack,  who  maintain 
faith  only  in  a  spiritual  interpretaticn  of  the  Faster  mes- 
sage. These  at  least  will  not  be  shaken  from  their 
belief  that  some  manifestation  of  the  risen  Clirist  was  made 
to  those  who  speak  so  unanimously  of  His  appearances, 

'  The  belief  of  the  e  .rly  Church  -  that  early 

body  of  followers  who  lived  so  near  the  events  in  question 
and  many  of  v^hose  number  had  had  close  association  with  ' 
those  who  claimed  to  have  seen  the  risen  Lord  -  is  an 
important  step  in  the  development  of  this  subject. 
The  conviction  of  this  body  beyond  all  question  is  that 
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fthe  resurrection  was  a  true  miracli 


this  point  tnr=tfef^ 


discussion  Strauss  is  very  frank,  "Here  then  we  stand  on  that 
decisive  point  where,  in  the  presence  of  the  accounts  of, 
the  miraculous  resui^rection  of  Jesus,  we  either  aclcnowledge 

the  inadmissibility  of  the  natural  and  historical  view  of 
t :e  life  of  Jesus,  and  must  consequently  retract  all  that 
precedes,  and  so  give  up  the  whAle  undertaking,  or  pledge 
ourselves  to  make  out  the  possibili;ty  of  the  result  of 
these  accounts,  i.e.,  the  origin  of  the  belief  of  the  res 
urrection  of  Jesus,  without  any  corresponding  miraculous  fact." 
It  is  certain  that  the  early  Christians  made  no  distinction 
between  the  Easter  Message  and  the  Easter  Faith.      The  ap- 
pearances to  the  women  in  John  20:14-18,  ^.16;9  and  Matt, 
28:9-10,  to  the  apostles  in  L^oke  24:36,  John  20:  19- -^9  and| 
Mark  16-14,  and  to  the  apostles  on  the  road  to  Emmaus  -  Luke 
24:13  f.,     and  to  the  disciples  in  Gallilee  -  Matt.  28: l6, 
John  21   -  speak  of  a  person  who  has  risen  in  the  body  which 
in  some  respects     is  identified  with  that  which  was  cruollj- 
fled.  j 

In  the  Gospel  of  luke  there  stand  out  three  cardin- 
al features:  a;  the  empty  tomb,  b)  the  message  to  the  women, 
and  c)  the  word  brought  through  them  to  the  waiting  disciples. 
Mary  Magdalene,  and  after  hec Peter  and  John,  fin  d  the  emp- 
ty tomb.      ^  physical  resurrection  is  the  only  kind  whicl^ 
their  minds  would  accel)t.      Any  Jewish  expectation  would 
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have  been  fulfilled  by  a  resurrection  such  as  that  which  | 

L-azarue  experienced  through  the  miraculous  power  of  Jesus. 
A  body  subject  to  all  the  previous  limitations  of  life 
and  death,  would  have  answered  their  understanding  of  a 
resurrection.  The  risen  Jesus  seemed  to  be  released 

from  some  of  the  conditioning  factors  which  bound  Him  in 
the  days  when  He  walked  with  the  disciples.       (lAatt.  28:2j 
and  John  20:25)  He  could  now  -ass  through  closed 

doors,  and  could  be  present  rt  no  great  interval  in  dif-  ' 
ferc'.t  '^irtant  p^f^ces.  '\ 

It  is  Luke,  also,  who  goes  to  the  extreme  of  the 
narrators  in  presenting  the  materialistic  aspect  of  the  ris- 
en Lord.  In  this,  however,  he  is  but  giving  expression 
to  a  condition  of  the  resurrection  of  Christ  which  all  of 
the  early  Ciurch  accepted.     :;o  doubt  his  statements  that  Jes- 
us partook  of  food  when  with  the  disciples  on  the  shore  of 
Galilee  -  Luke  24:41  and  Acts  10:41   -  were  written  out  of 
his  intense  earnestness  to  make  the  matter  understood  beyond 
all  do^bt  to  readers.     Indeed,   it  was  upon  the  r.eality  and  the 
identity  of  .-{is  risen  body  that  Jesus  also  had  to  insist; 
the  difference  was  evident  enough  to  all.     Tho  not  presented 
in  such  a  materia] istic  manner,  all  the  other  appearances 
of  the  resurrected  Jesus  speak  of  Him  in  the  bodily  form. 
Thus  the  Christian  Church  in  the  past  has  turned  almost 
conclusively  to  these  Gospel  narratives  for  t..e  record 
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the  Resurrection.      This  tendency  Is  easily  explained,  for 
they  furnish  the  natural  conclusion  of  the  Gospel  story. 
For  the  early  and  direct  evidence,  however,  we  turn  to  the 
testimony  of  Paul.      His  first  letter  to  the  Corinthians  is 
one  of  the  earliest  and  most  unquestioned  epistles,  written 
in  the  first  quarter  century    after  the  death  of  Jesus  and 
after  this  great  apostle  to 'the  Gentiles  had  had  ample  op- 
portunity, as  he  states  in  Galatians  1:19  to  learn  from  Pe- 
ter and  Ja:aes,  the  brother  of  Jesus,  the  details  regarding 
the  eve-.ts  immediately  following  the  death  of  Jesus.  Here 
Paul  tells  us  that  three  years  after  his  conversion  he  .vent 
up  to  Jerusalem  expressly  "to  visit  Cephas"  (Galatians  1:8), 
that  he  stayed  there  a  fortnight,     and  that  there  he  saw 
James.      The  verb  lianlie:  a  "cai'oful  and  searching  inquiry 
on         Paul's  part."     (Edersheim,  Life  and  Times  of  Jesus, 
the  i.tessiah  p. 222)      As  Schmiedel  acknowledges , "during  this 
fifteen  days'  visit  to  Peter  and  James,  he  had  the  best  op- 
portunity to  perfect  his  knowledge  on  this  subject*" 

Moreot>er,  the  subject  was  of  the  greatest  inter- 
est to  Paul  and  the  center  of  his  subsequent  teaching.  He 
embodied  in  all  his  works  not  only  that  which  he  learned 
through  conversation  with  others,  but  alsohis  own  nernonal 
experience.      Here  Paul's  account  and  interpretation  ia  all 
the  more  significant  because  of  his  entire  independence  and 
because  in  many  respects  it  is  at  variance  with  those  accpiints 
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ih^tHT  Gospels.        This  witness  of  Paul  speaks  of  six  apJ 
pearences  to  various  disciples  or  groups  of  wl^oi  Paul  himself 
Is  the  last.       Its  exact  designation  of  time  and  order  im- 
ply that  it  is  correct  as  far  as  we  can  attain  knowledge  of 
the  period  in  which  it  was  written.      The  Gospel  records, 
with  the  accounts  of  appearances  to  the  women,  to  Mary  Mag- 
dalene, to  the  travellers  to  Emmaus,  and  to  theseveb  at  the 
seaof  Tiberias,  weie  not  coimnitted  to  writing  until  thirty 
or  Toiity  years  after  the  events  which  they  record,  thus  al- 
lowing time  for  the  incorporation  of  details  which  may  be 
nothing  more  than  tradition.      With  the  accounts  of  Paul  it 
la  different.      Here  we  have  a  written  account  produced  wit'i- 
la  twenty-two  or  three  years  of  the  event  (taking  the  date 
of  I.Corinthians  as  ^.0.55).      '.Vlth  these  records  .ve  are 
dealing  v/ith  rir.;t  h:,nd  sources.       "The  number  and  the  var- 
iety of  the  persons  to  whom  t'\e  manifestations  were  made,  as 
well  as  the  character  and    status  of  the  witnesses  and  the 
simultaneous  perception  by  many,  make  the  statement  of  evi- 
dence for  the  Resurrection  which  eannot  be  made  light  of  by 
the  impartial  historian."     ( J. M.Shaw,  The  Resurrection  of 
Christ,  p.  23).  it 
Furthe^r  it  is  significant  that  Paul  describes  the 
appearance  of  these  other  disciples  in  precisely  t -e  same 
terms  as  he  does  the  Lord's  appearance  to  him  on  the  Uoad 
to  Damascus.      This  is  his  key  to  the  Interpretation  of  all 
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facts  underlying  the  versions  .        ( Galat xsltls  1:11)  "iiLi 

I  not  clu  apostle,  have  I  not  seen  Jesus  our  Lord?")  Even 
here  Shaw,  who  contends  for  tie  bodily  resurrection,  says, 
"ti.nd  howevtr  the  phenomena  perceived  cy  his  senses  were  to 
be  described,  what  is  important  to  note  is  the  immediate:  ef- 
fect that  the  appearings  had  on  him,  for  St.  Paul  hinself  in 
his  accounts  of  it  is  concerned  7;ith  the  sig-.nif  icance  of  the 
fact  rather  than  with  any  precise  descriptive  details.  Thru 
it  he  became  absolutely  convinced  that  the  Jesus  who  was  cru- 
cified and  whose  followers  he  was  persecuting  was  indeed  the 
Risen  and  Exalted  Lord."     (KuptoB)  p.  40  f  .      0:^  the  belief 
of  this  apostle,  then,  there  can  be  no  doubt.     The  body  of 
Jesus  wat  changed  from  one  of  flesh  and  blood  to  one  which 
was  spiritual.  Incorruptible,  and  immortal.     (Ronann  8:11) 
"If  the  spirit  of  Hin  that  raised  up  Jesus  from  the  dead; 
dwelleth  in  you.  He  that  raised  up  Jesus  Christ  from  the 
dead  shall  give  life  also  to  your  mortal  bodies  thru  His 
spirit  that  dwelleth  in  you."      Likewise  in  verse  23  we 
read:   "-But  ourselves  also,  who  have  the  first  fruits  of 
the  spirit,  even  we  ourselves,  waitinp-  for  our  adoption,  to 
wit,  the  redemption  of  our  bodies." 

In  "The  First  Interpreters  of  Jesus"  (p.  16), 
Gilbert  too  finds  the  best  of  the  evidence  in  the  works  of 
St.  Paul.     To  the  ecirly  disciples  the  resurrection  of  Jesus 
was  the  last  and  supreme  evidence  of  His  "essiahship .  They,  he  _ 
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pontinues,  had  found  the  Messiah  largely  thru  the  historical 

Jesus;   "he, (Paul)  found  the  historical  Jesus  thru  the  Messiah? 
With  Paul  the  proof  of  the  resurrection  was  the  beginning  of 
faith.      The  message  of  Paul  is  always  the  inference  he  drew 
from  the  Resurrection.     "This  was  for  him  the  f ulf ilmentt i 
of  God's  revelation,  and  hence  the  fact  that  was  to  revol| 
utionize  the  world  as  It  had  revolutionized  his  own  spirit." 
(P.  17)        This  is  borne  out  in  a  close  observation  of  all  |j 
the  apostle's  letters.        The  very  name  for  the  Lord  which 
Paul  uses     is  a  source  of  evidence.      The  most  co'Jimon  form 
and  the  one  found  in  the  greatest  variety  of  combinations 
is  "Christ",  the  Greek  equivalent  of  Messiah.      This  is 
used  with  the  article  Eighty  times,  and  without,  onehundred 
and  twenty -fslx  times.      The  use  with  the  article  is  that  || 
earlier  form  which  was  used  in  oorinedioB  with  the  issue  as 
to  whether  Jesus  was  the  prophesied  Messiah,  as  when  John  the 
Baptist  said,   "I  aa  not  the  Christ"^ John  1:20).       It  is  a'' 
sort  of  official  designation.       Paul  alone  of  the  New  Test- 
ament writers  puts  the  name"Christ"f irst .  using  it  a  little 
more  often    than  the  form"Je8us  Christ".      This  order,  says 
Gilbert,  accords  well  with  the  unique  experience  of  this  a- 
postle.       It  is  due  to  his  vision  of  the  Christ  nn  the  road 
to  Damascus,,  an  "epitome  of  apostolic  faith",  as  Gilbert 
indicates,  and  "the  nucleus  of  his  practical  theology". 
It  may  further  be  noticed  that  Paul  doe.-:  not  3peak_  of  th|e 
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authority  of  the  historical  Jesus,  i.e.  he  makes  no  allusion 
to  bhe  baptism,  etc.,  which  is  so  prominent  in  the  Synoptic 
G-ospels,  nor  does  he  allude  to  the  claim  which  Jesus  Him- 
self laid  to  unique  authority,  i.e.  to  work  miracles,  to*| 
forgive  cin,  to  bestow  life,  and  to  Judge  men.       Thus,  thru- 
out  all  St.  Paul's  writings  wherein  he  argues  for  the  re- 
surrection of  the  righteous,  he  proceeds  from  this  all  im- 
portant i-esui'rection  of  Christ. 

In  a  like  manner  thru  the  pages  of  the  New  Test- 
ament we  find  writer  after  writer  laying  the  fundaraenta.1 
basis  of    hiS   faith  on  the  Resurrected  Christ.       In  first 
Peter,  afte.    tlie  preliminary  words,  the  author  comes  to  the 
£flct  of  history  which  stirs  his  soul  most  deeply,  namely, 
the  Resurrection  of  Jesus  and  the  living  hope  that  it  begets. 
He  tells  his  readers  that  God  raised  Jesus  from  the  dead  and 
gave  Him  glory,     so  th  .t  their  faith  and  hope  might  be  in  God, 
(1:21)  and  that  the  Resurrection  helpeo  them  to  have  true  faith 
in  God,  a;id  so  a  living  hope.      He  further  states  that  his 
readers  were  brought  to  God  by  the  death  of  Jesus,  but  not 
indeed  by  it  alone,  but  accompanied  by  the  Resurrection,  (3:^1)- 
In  Hebrews,  likewise,  t  ;e  early  life  of  Jesus,  and  even  , 
his  death,  are  not  regardei  as  peiirt  of  his  high  priestlyj 
service,  but  simply  as  a  preparation  for  it.     That  is,  . 
Jesus  was  perfected  to  serve  as  high  priest  by  His  suffer- 
ing and  death,  but  thr.t  entrance  thereto  cannot  be  put  i 


15. 


earlier  than  the  Resiirrection.  ' 

In  spite  of  the  evidence  of  St.  Paul  it  is  enlight- 
ening at  this  point  to  observe  how  the  belief  of  the  Apos- 
tolic Fathers  followed  tliu-t  of  the  N-  w  Testaraent  Gospel 
writers.     In  the  Epistle  of  Polycarp   ve  read,  "Wherefore 
girding  up  your  loins,  serve  the  Lord  in  fear    and  truth^ 
as  those  who  have  forsaken  the  vain,  empty  talk  and  error  of 
the  multitude,  and    believed  in  Him  who  raised  up  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  frora  the  dead,  and  c^ave  Him  glory  ,  and  a  throne 
at  His  right  hand.      To  Him  all  things  in  Heaven  and  on 
earth  are  subject.     Him  every  spirit  serves."  p. 70      By  '  "  ■ 
general  consent  among  scholars,  we  have  in  this  letter  an 
authentic  production  of  the  renowned  Eishop  of  Smyrna.  The 
date  of  the  Epistle  cannot  be  satisfactorily  dc.termined ,|| 
th  ugh  we  are  prob  .bly  not  far  wrong  if  we  fix  it  about  the 
.uiddle  of  th.  oecond  Cent;ry. 

The  Epistle  of  Ignatius  to  th.;  Trallians  says: 
(p. 200)   "i:any  bodies  of  the  saints  thit  slept  rose,  their 
graves  being  opened.     He  descended  ,   indeed,  into  Hades  alone, 
II  but  He  arose  accompanied  by  a  multitude;  and  rent  assunder 

that  i.ieans  of  separation  which  had  existed  since  the  be- 
ll  ginning  of  the  world,  and  cast  down  its  partition  wall. 
He  also  arose  again  in  three  days,     the  Father  raising  Him 
up;  ar.d  after  spending  forty  days  with  the  apostles.  He 
was  received  up  to  the  Father."     (Supposedly  written  at  i 
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!  Smyrna  aurmg  the  Bishopric    of  PoTy carp , )      or  ^§ilft  we" 
'I  Letter 
might  refer  to  I?:natius'^  to  the  Smyrneans ,  hs  f  ollowa :  "  And 

||  I  Know  that  He  was  possessed  of  a  body  not  only  in  His  being 

born  and  crucifie..,  but  also  I  know  that  He  was  so  after 

II 

His  resurrection,  and  believe  that  He  is  so  now.      'Hhen,  for 
j  instance,  He  cu.me  to  those  who  were  with  Peter,  He  said  to 
them,   ''Lay  hold,  handle  me,  and  see  that  I  am  not  an  incorp- 
oreal spirit.        Foi       spirit  ha    not  flesh  and  bones,  as 
ye  see  me  have . ^       And  He  says  to  Thomas,   ^Reach  hither  thy 
'ringer  into  the  print  of  the  hails,  and "reach  hither  thy  I 
^  hand,  and  thrust  it  into  my  side;*^  and  i-rime  lately  they  be - 
I  lleved    that  He  was  Christ.    .      And  thus  was  He,  with  the 
flesh,  received  up  in  their  sight  unto  Him  that  sent  Himj 
beinr^  with  that  same  flesh  to  come  again,  accompanied  by  | 
glory  and  power."       (p.24'2  f.)  ! 
'i  In  Tertulllan  against  Marcion-  (translated  by  P. 

Holmes.   n.-^iO)      we  find,  "For  Marcion  does  not  in  any  wise 
j  admit  the  resurrection  of  the  flesh,  and  it  is  only  the  sal- 
;|  vcitlon  of  the  soul  which  he  promises."      So  Tertulllan  |j 

even  twists  the  words  of  Paul  towaj^id  the  end  he  h^s  in  mind: 
I  "Now  this  I  s-.y,  brethren,   uhat  flesh  and  blood  cannot  in- 
herit the  Kingdom  of  ^od"  .     "He  means"  says  Tertulllan,  || 
I  "the  wor  s  of  the  flech  and  the  blood  which  in  his  Epistle 
to  the  Galatlans,  deprive  me-:  of  the  Kingdom  of  God."  j 
(Written  A.D.  2C7)  || 


Now  that  we  have  in  mind  t,he  import  mce  of  this 
stUv^y  in  the  liglit  of  present  day  thought  and  the  varied  in- 
texpretationb put  upon  it  by  the    early  New  Testament  and 
Christian  writers,  we  can  spend  a  little  time  examining  in 
more  detail  and  more  critically  the  material  of  the  Synoptic  Cros 
pels.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  evident  even  to  the 

casual  reader  that  the  various  Eiblical  accounts  do  not  agree 
even  in  some  rather  broad  considerations.      Still,  closer 
study  will  show  that  the  records  are  full  of  apparent  dis- 
crepancies,  if  not  of  events  which  are  utterly  impossible. 
Some  scholars  have  thought  to  . onstruct  a  harmony  of  the 
Synoptic  Gos  els  and  John;   such  productions  are  helpful  in 
:ur  study  but  cannot  be  considered  m  the  main  successful 
in  the  attempt  which  they  proposed  to  accomplished.  Pro- 
fessors Orr  and  Lake  have  carefully  analy^ied  these  na  ra- 
tive  docu.T.e  .ts  and  made  rather  extensive  comparisons  of  the 
various  accounts.      A  pei'usal  of  their  study  at  this  point 
will  cast  much  lignt  on  the  constructive  section  which  will 
follow. 

Allen  and  Hurkitt  in  dealing  with  this  r,roblem 
-  egard  the  "one  solid  result"  of  literary  criticism,  that 
liatthew  and  Luke  are    based  fundamentally  on  Mark,  but  the 
widely  divergent  phraseology  found  in  the  narratives  makes 
direct  borrowing  seen:  incredible.       In  the  prologue  to  Luke, 

i 
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the  author  himself  tells  us  that  he  has  "traced  the  course  of 
all  things  accurately  from  the  first"  in  order  that  Theo- 
philus  might  "fully  know" .       The  agreement  of  Matthew  and 
Luke  against  ^rk  gives  rise  to  the  belief  In  the  "Ur-tla.rcus" 
of  Burkitt,  or  lo  the  belief  in  the  earlier  document  called 
"Q"  .  ViTiere  Luke  and  I.'.atthew  disagree  against  ^-ark,  and 

it  is  probable  that  they  had  I.'ark  before  them,  it  becomes 
evident  that  our  !.:ark  was  not  dependent  upon  the  "Q"  .  I'at- 
•  thew  and  Luke  somethimes  agree  in  omittin/j.,  for  no  apparent 
reason,  some  detail  recorded  in  I'ark.     So,  likev/ise,  the  use 
of  doublets  in  'T:;.rk  ./o.ild  in>.liv.rtc  several  sources. 

Professor  Lake  divides  L-iark's  narrative  of  the 
resurrection  of  Jesus  into  six  sections:       The  first  is  the 
burial,  of  which  katthew  and  Luke  have  onl\^  editorial  changes, 
and  the  second  is  the  visit  at  the  tomb,  of  which  I'atthew  and 
Luke  give  de; endent  accounts. as  usual.  Here  the  account  of 

Hark  suggests  tne  question  as  to  who  it  was  that  rolled  the 
stone  away.  Matthew  has  a  tendency  thruout  to  explain  all 

cy  miraculoui?  intervention.  Thus  this  writer  shows  a  de- 

velopment in  the  tradition.  The  tliird,  which  is  the  appear- 

ance of  the  young  man  at  the  tomb,  has  a  number  of  variations 
in  Luke  and  :.'^tthew.      The  fourth  has  to  do  with  the  descent 
into  Hades,  which  arose  to  meet  a  theological  need  and  v/hich 
must  be  considered  unhistorical .  The  fifth  section  deals 

with  the  /iscension.        Of  this  we  have  in  early  literature 
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only  two  full  accounts  -  in  Acts  and  in  the  Gospel  of  Peter. 
In  tne  other  documents  we  have  no  definite  description  of 
the  event,  tho  in  John  and  the  longer  conclusion  of  :..ark  we 
have  references  to  it.        From  Vark  14:27  and  16:^  ve  learn 
that  the  original  conclusion  of  I/-ark  told  of  the  flight  of 
the  disciples  into  G-alilee  and  of  the  appearances  of  Tesus 
there.       In  :.atthpw  and  John  (21)  we  have  the  appearances 
in  Galilee  -  the  same  as  those  of  l.ark  which  have  been  lost. 

In  a.ldition  to  these  parallels  in  the  Gospel 
there  is  much  found  in  one  writer  which  is  not  recorded  by 
another.       In  relation  to  the  resurrection  there  are  five 
such  to  be  found  in  Latthew:     1 )  the  resurrection  of  the  many 
saints  -  ulattnew  27:52.       There  is  no  other  trace  of  such  a 
tradition  in  the  i:ew  Testament.     2)  The  watch  at  the  grave. 
This  is  not  suggestea  in  Lark,  tho  it  is  not  inconsistent 
with  ^rk.      3)  The  angel  at  the  tomb  -  26:2  f  .     This  great 
angel  evidently  replaces  the  young  man  of  I.'ark.      4)  The  ap- 
pearance of  the  Lord  to  the  women  -  28:6-9.      5)     The  ap- 
pearances to  the  disciples  in  Galilee  -  28:16-20.     The  Mat- 
thean  redaction  of    ark,  the  appearance  to  the  wonen,  is 
not  found  in  any  other  early  document.        The  wording  of 
kark  at  the  ]  lace  where  Iviatthew  trings  in  this  event,  plainly 
excludes  it:   "They  sain  nothing  to  anyone."     The  appearance 
of  the  young  man  and  of  the  great  angel  are  probably  the 
same  incident  thUL  recorded  in  two  forms.  It  Is  a  wallu 
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known  fact  that  there  was  a  tendency  to  give  doublets  when 

there  were  two  traditions  of  one  incident.      Accordingly,  it 
is  probably  true  that  the  incident  is  only  a  secondary  pro- 
iduct  of  the  :'arcan  tr-idition  .       The  next  division  is  like- 
wise a  probable  redaction  from  the  "arcr^n  account.  Since 
Matthew  has  thus  far  followed  Luke  fairly  accurately,  it  is 
agreed  that  the  G-alilean  appearances  are  very  likely  the  sub- 
stance of  the  lost  conclusion  of  Mark.      according  to  Mat- 
L.iew  the  eleven  depart  in  a  group    for  Galilee,  whereas 
ifark  sends  them  scattered  and  in  despair.      This  may  be  the 
result  of  attempting  to  f:ive  a  seuaiaLe  record  of  the  trad- 
itioiial  appearanc'js  in  n-aliioo. 

We  next  turn  our  attention  to  the  account  given  by 
Luke  and  note  the  especially  Lukan  narrative.      Up  to  the  point 
of  the  experiences  of  the  women  at  the  tomb  Luke  follows  "ark, 
but  here  he  introduces  parts  which  may  be  contributed  inde- 
pendently to  his  work.      The  first  is  that  of  the  experiences 
of  tr.e  women  at  the  tomb-  24:3  f.      Here  the  women  entered 
the  tomb  and  looked  for  the  body  of  the    Lord.     Two  men,  su- 
pernatural beings,   tiere  met  them  and  talked  with  them.  The 
second  is  the  :r.essage  of  the  two  men  to  the  women.       The  dif- 
fere.'.ce  of  this  raessape  is  so  great  in  this  narrative  that 
some  think  th^^.t  Luke  has  prererred  another  tradition.  The 
message  is  that        Jesus,   in  Galilee,  had  foretold  these 
events.     (Luke  9:22  'The  Son  of  Man  must  suffer  many  things , 


and  be  rejected  of  the  elders  and  chief  priests  and  scribe'sT^ 
and  te  killed,  and  the  third  day  be  raised  up.'"      Eut  I'ark 
SLates  that  Jesus  was  going  to  appear  in  G-alilee,     and  gives 
the  account  of  the  quotation  from  Luke  as  taking  place  near 
Caesarea  Philippl.       ..o  the  pa... sage  is  especially  Luk^m,  de- 
liberately changed,  as  Denn^y  thinks,     to  hold  the  theoi'y  of 
ILuHk  that  Jesus  appeared  only  in  Jerusalem. 

The  next  distinctly  Lukan  event  is  the  conduct  of 
the  women  .,nd  the  disciples.  This,  as  Lake  in- 

dicates, is  far  different  from  the  Markan  message    to  the 
disciples,   "who  had  not  left  Jerusalem  and  apparently  did 
not  intend  to  do     so."      The  fourth  is  the  appearance  on  the 
road  to  Enmaus  -  24: 13-35.      Such  is  a  clear  statement  of  the 
material  character  of  the  body  of  the  Lord  and  its  identity 
with  the  body  that  was  crucified.      The  fifth  is  the  appear- 
ances to  the  assembled  disciples  in  Jerusalem.-  24:  6-43. 
This  account  of  Jesus' eating  the.  fish  is  in  accord  with  the 
general  t. end  of  Luke,  anl  as  Denrsy  thinks,     does  not  at  all 
destroy  the  belief  in  the  resurrection.       The  sixth  has  to  do 
with  the  speech  of  the  Lord  to  the  disciples  in  Jerusalemj - 
24:44-   .       Luke  was  not  acquainted  with  the  familiar  scenes 
of  Christ  and  His  ministry  in  Galilee,  and  very  naturally 
centers  the  scenes  of  His  resurrected  activity  in  Jerusalem, 
the  recognized  center  of  t  ie  Christian  couimunity.      The  last 
passage  has  to  do  with  th    ascension  -  24; 50-3.      Lake  th|Li 
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Westcott  and  Hort  probably"right  in  saying  that  the  worasi[ 
"and  was  carried  up  into  Heaven,,  and  they  worshipped  Him", 
are  a  '.Testern  non-interrolation . "     Thus  Luke,  now  turned  aside 
from  the  L^arccin  order,  is  concerned  exclusively  with  Jer- 
usalem and  the  events  of  the  third  day.  j 
From  the  Gospel  of  Luke  we  naturally  turn  to  his 
work  recorded  in  the  book  of  Acts  for  further  study  of  the 
position  assumed  by  this  writer.      Here  we  have,  first,  the 
ascension  -  l:1-14.       It  occurs  some  forty  days  after  the 
resurrection.      Lake  is  of  the  opinion  that  Luke  is  now  in 
possession  of  a  later  tradition  th:.n  that  of  the  time  he 
wrote  the  Gospel.      Accordir.n;  to  the  deductions  of  Denney, 
Luke  was  unconsc.ous    of  this  discrepancy  or  he  would  have 
harmonize  .  the  two  works.      He  proposes  th:it  in  the  latter 
part  of  his  Gospel  Luke  seems  to  c  ndense  all  within  the 
space  of  thre    days  because  he  fails  to  specify  the  time 
more  definitely.      The  Acts  also  adds  the  appearance  of  Christ 
to  the  dying  Stephen,  but  this  cannot  be  considered  more  than 
a  heavenly  vision.       Then  the  appearance  to  Paul  on  the  road 
to  Damascus  is  thre-  times  recorded:  9:1-9,  22:6-1C,and  26:12-18. 
The  differences  in  these  record.-  are  only  minor,   such  as  would 
naturally  occur  in  a  retelling.      These  accounts  Luke  must 
have  obtained  from  St.  Paul;  they  give  evidence  not  to  a 
physical  but  to  a  spiritual  manifestation. 

Frqm^the  Synoptics  and  this  glance  into  the  Pauline  positiion, 
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we  pass  into~the^onception  set  forth  in  the  Fourth  Gospel. 
Orr  observes  uhat  the  tone  of  John  "suggests  a  writer  vrho  has 
TLinute  and  accurate  knowledge  of  the  matters  about  which  he 
writes  -  dowr.  even  to  the  small  details  -  and  who  meuns  to  be 
taken  as  a  faithful  witness."    The  appendix  of  this  Gospel 

-  chapter  21  -  Lake  thinks  was  inspired  by  the  knowledge  of  a 
tradition  of  the  appearances  of  Jesus  in  Galilee.  With 
this  record  of  the  burial  of  Jesus  in  the  Gospel,  we  have 
added  to  our  fund  of  knowledge  on  this  topic  that  Jesus  was 
burled  by  Joseph  of  Arirnathea,  a  secret  disciple  of  Jesus  - 
19:34  f.      Other  reports  are  first,   that  He  w  ,s  buried  by  tht 
Jews  that  He  might  not  hang  on  the  cross  over  night,  and 
second,  that  He  was  burled  by  Joseph  and  Nicodemus,     who  gave 
the  body  a  full  and  costly  burial.      The  next  distinct  ac- 
count in  John  is  that  of  thu  events  at  the  tomb  on  the  morn- 
x.':g  of  the  third  day-20:1-l8. 

ihe  account  of  the  appearances  in  John  are  also 
centered  about  Jerusalem.  20:19-29      They  are  quite  clearly 
the  same  incident  related  in  Luke  24:3  ff.      These  appearances 
were  first  to  the  disciples  without  Thomas  ^nd  then  to  them 
while  he  was  there.      The  body  of  Jesus  was  flesh  and  blood 
in  so  far  as  it  was  tangible,     and  contained  the  scars  of  the 
crucifixion.      ^ut  there  are  likewise  Galilean  anpearancea 
in  John,  but  these  seem  to  be  in  the  appendix  to  the  Gospel. 
jThey  give  testimony  to  the  draught  of  fishes  at  the  dlr^c-|ion 
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of  Jesus  and  6f  the  restitution  of  Peter.      This  traditioE 

of  the  draught  of  fishes  seems  parallel  to  Luke  5:4.  Luke 

> 

connects  it  v/ith  the  call  of,  not  the  restitution ,  of ,  Peter 

Though  the  style  of  this  so  called  appendix  is  Johannine, 

some 

think  that  it  may  be  the  lost  conclusion  of  the  Gospel  of 

Mark.  j 

V7e  now  leave  the  accounts  rendered  by  the  several 

individual  writers,  and  turn  to  the  attempts  that  have  beer 

1 

nade  at  some  sort  of  synthesis  from  this  analysis.  Ar 

1 

interesting  reconstruction  is  made  by  Lake.      Under  four 

heads  he  considers  the  whole  field.       The  first  is  of  the 

burial.      Of  this  there  are  two  originals,   the  Markan  and 

the 

Johannine.      These  agree  in  ascribing  the  burial  to  Josepl 

1 

of  Arimathea,  and  in  placing  the  grave  near  the  site  of  tl: 

le 

crucifixion.       In  further  detail  -  bhe  nature  of  the  tomb 

and  the  manner  of  the  burial  -.the  narratives  are  contra- 

dictory.      In  Mark  the  grave  is  hex:n  out  of  the  rock,  oae 

Dody 

lo  wrapped     unanointed  in  a  shroud,  and  Joseph,     a  member 

of 

the  Sanhedrin  is  the  chief  person  involved    in  the  buricl 

of 

Jesus.      Joseph  is  hardly  a  disciple,  but  is  interested  ii 

1 

this  procedure  because   -.he  rules  of  the  Jews  were  still  v 

Dry 

strict  about  this  fulfilling  of  the  Law  of  Deuteronomy. 

In 

John  the  grave  is  a  kind  of  Mausoleum  and  into  it  the  bod 

y  of 

Jesus  was  placed  by  two  of  His     "Disciples".      In  Lake  s 

> 
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In iiid  the  Markan  Is  the  preferable  choice.      It  i s  evidently .- 
the  older,  and  after  it  the  other  accounts  continued  to  develop. 
Such  a  development  as  we  find  in  John  is  toth  clear  ..md  natural. 

It  is  clear  from  the  Gospels  that  the  belief  that 
Jesus  would  be  raise.!  from  the  dead  was  not  cozimon.  It  is 
Impossible  to  find  room  for  this  in  the  earliest  tradition. 
The  ciccount  of  the  guard  at  the  .omb  came  out  of  the  earliest 
I  controversies  in  which  Jews  tried  to  assert  that  Christians 
h^d. stolen  the  body  of  ohrist.  This  story  arose  ag  a  natural 
refutation.      It  was,  in  the  words  of  Professor  Lake,  "a 
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fragment  of  controversy". 

The  second  event  of  the  reconstruction  is  that  I 
centered  about  the  tomb  on  the  bhird  day.      r.ere  no  two  ac- 
counts re  .lly  aerree.       ihe  tr..ditional  .  robability  strongly 
favors  ::ark,  and  others  fall  into  place  in  an  intelligible 
tho  complicated  syster.i  of  development.       In  regard  to  the! 
places  of  the  appearances,  Luke  and  John  preferred  the  Jerusal- 
em tradition  an-<  so  adjusted  their  writings  to  this  end.  || 
After  his  characteristic  .nanner,     John  spiritualizes  the  re- 
surrection.      It  is  to  the  Father  to  whon  Jesus  goes.     It  is 
at  this  point  uhat  Professor  Lake  fails  to  see  much  emphasis 
in  Mark  in  regard  to  ohe  empty  tomb.  He  aoubts  the  precisp 
form  which  is  here  met.       it  seems  to  him  that  the  empty 
tomb  is  only  a  "deduction"  from  the  more  definitely  stated 
events  of  this  section.        Mark  represents  a  nucleus  of 
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history  which  folk-lore  has  developed.      Here  is  no  real  | 
description  of  the  resurrection,  and  the  "third  day"  is  j 
only  implied.      He  affirms  that  the'  women  did  not  see  the 
empty  tomb,  but  that  they  were  informed  by  a  young  man  of  the 
events  which  had  hap^:ened,  and  so  returned  to  announce  a  |j 
message  of  the  resurrection  to  the  disciples.       It  is  diffi- 
cult, however,  to  think  that  such  a  power  as  Christianity 
could  have  its  main  issue  arise  from  such  a  siraple  misund^ 
erstanding! 

'.Ve  nov;  turn  to  the  interesting  events  of  the  ap- 
pearances of  the  risen  Lord.       In  hjs    enumeration  Paul  ,j 
speaks  of  six:  thr.t  to  Peter,  to  the  Twelve,  to  the  five-' 
hundred,  to  James,  to  all  the  gathered  people,  and  finally 
to  Paul  himself.      As  recorded  by  :.:atthew,  :'v!ark  and  John, 
t:ie  place  is  in  Galilee;  but  there  are  the  records  of  the 
Jerus:tlem  appearances    according  to  Luke,  the  Acts,  and  John. 
Lake  suys  that  it  is  more  probable  that  the  disciples  fled  to 
Galilee,  and  later  came  back  to  Jerusalem  only  on  the  ap-' 
pearance  of  Jesus.       It  is  true  that  there  was  the  tendency 
in  early  Christian  thought  to  emphasize  Jerusalem.      As  time 
passed,  both  the  disciples  an    all  tradition  became  more  i 
connected  with  Jerusalem.       In  this  manner  the  Gospel  came 
to  "squeeze"  Galilee  out  of  consideration  entirely.  | 

This  in  no  way  argues  that  the  appearances  in  Jerusalem 
were  not  historically  possible.     -  — =====  =_ 
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I  The  conclusions  which  Paul  makes  as  to  the  char  - 

iicter  of  the  appe  ranees  of  Chriet  are  drawn  from  the  doc- 
trine of  transubstantiation  -.vhich  he  held.       Although  the 
JeruSvilein  narratives  of  Luke  and  John  are  of  the  "flesh  and 
blood"  type,  the  Pauline  vle.v  is  favored  by  most  modern  j 
minds.      Those  who  presented  the  physical  and  material  re- 
surrection accepted  t'.ie  eart  ly  form  of  Jesus  as  the  norm, 
and  naturally  so  interpreted  the  substance  of  the  risen  Lord. 
Following  thes    appearan oe.-;  we  have  the  story  of  the  Ascension. 
According  to  Professor  Lake,  this  grew  up  out  of  a  belief  in 
a  Heaven  placed  in  the  clouds  above,  and  was  bised  after  a 
fashion  on  the  story  of  Elijah  in  the  Old  Testament. 

So  this  more  careful  study  of  the  G-osi^els  leads 
ProfesGor  Laktr  to  conclude  that  the  undoubted  general  be- 
lief of  the  early  Christians  implied  the  empty  tomb.  To-l| 
day  we  believe  that  life  after  death  is  continuous  with  this 
existence.        any  people  would  not  welcome  the  thought  of 
a  resusitation  of  the. e  poor  bodies  of  the  flesh.       Thus  the 
matte,   of  the  empty  tomb  is  a  puz  -le  to  our  modern  minds, || 
for  we  are  aware  that  our  material  bodies  remain  in  the  earth. 
The  women  at  least    had  drawn  the  natural  conclusion  that  the 
tomb  was  empty,  though  not  from  examination.        It  is  true 
t  lat  there  is  confusion  among  the  redactors  in  presenting 
the  events  at  the  tomb.      Lake's  assertion  that  "the  women 
were  naturally  in  an  overwrought  state  of  mind  ■  •^_and^  ^^P^"  * 
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TTb  psychologically  possible.     "Our  own  interpretation  of  the 
event  will  depend  largely  on  our  interpretation  of  the  phy- 
sical resurrection  and  its  possibility.      Lake  proposes  to 

1  his  own  satisfaction  that  the  women  may  have  mistaken  the 

I  tomb  ..mong  the  many  probably  there.      Since  Jesus  in  one  of 

r 

His  appearances  came  through  closed  doors,   Lhe  matter  of  the 
I  rolling  away  of  th^   stone  from  the  tomb  seems  to  suggest  an 
unnecessary  miracle.      rie  further  sur.gests  that  the  words  of 
the  young  m  .n  to  the  women  were  something  in  this  order,  "He 
(Jesus)  is  not  here,  see  the  place  where  they  laid  Him",  and 
that  such  wa:  later  interpreted  as  the  direction  of  an  angel's 
voice.      Thus  he  concludes  that  it   ■- s  natural  fr  them  tb 
!  assert  that  they  knew  that  the  tomb  was  empty.      Such  a  clev- 
er   array  of  mi  sunders  tandin-ilis ,  however,  is  too  brilliantl 
to  prove  worthy  of  the  Lruth  in  this  case. 

In  regard  to  the  third  day,  Professor  Lcike  thinks 
tiiat  this  was  held  from  the  beginning  to  be  the  day  of  re- 
surrection because  of  the  experience  of  the  women  v/hich  is 
connected  with  it.      To  him  it  seems  to  be  merely  an  in- 
ference.      The  prophecies  of  the  Old  Testa;:ient  had  an  import- 
ant influence      on     this  belief,  though  the  references  them- 
selves are  of  a  doubtful  character.      Then,  too,  the  propheOieE 
of  Christ  Himself  are  indicative  Of  this  day.      But  this  can  be 
explained  away  by  those  who  hold  that  it  is  due  largely,  to  the 
explanation  given  by  the  early  Church  at  the  time  of  the  ^ 
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"wretSg  oT  tHe  Gospels.      Such  a  radicJlT  view  finds  sofflg" 
little  support  in  the  interpretation  given  in  the  Gosnels 
to  the  long-looked-f or  Parousia.      Mark  b:10  and  32  give 
some  evidence  that  the  disciples  themselves  looked  for  no  such 
resurrection  of  their  Lord.       It  might  seem  that  Jesus  spoke  to 
His  disciples  about  approaching  death  and  ultimate  victory 
in  terms  which  they  were  not  ready  to  understand  clearly. 
Some  of  these  seeui  to  have  been  interpreted  in  one  meaning  and 
s  me  in  another.      Finally,   -lie  contemporary  T'essianic  belief 
with  its  traces  of  the  "third  day"  has  its  place  in  this  list. 

Professor  Lake's  final  conclusions  are  such  as  are 
readily  acceptable  by  the  r.iodern  earnest  mind.      He  stilHl 
believes  that  there  was  an  actual  manifestation  of  Jesus  J 
There  wa^  indeed  no  hallucination;  the  affair  was  actual  and  even 
miraculous,  but  not  so  in  the  physical  sense.      Paul  was  the 
earliest  written  source  of  the  resurrection  of  Jesus.  Though 
no  eye-witness,  lie  was  well  acquainted  with  those  who  had  seen 
the  Lord  before  the  time  of  His  ascension.       This  apostle 
base^  all  his  evidence,  aot  on  the  empty  tomb,  but  on  the 
manifestation  of  Christ.      Here  Professor  Lake  holds  tenacious- 
ly to  his  position  th^t  the  appearances  to  the  disciples 
must  have  been  subjective,  and  if  they  were  such  they  could  be 
interpreted  by  them  in  no  other  than  in  an  objective  manner. 
Death  may  be  regarded  as  the  release  of  an  eternal  person- 
ality from  the  limitations  of  an  existence  in  time.  Th< 
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'physical  resurrection,  he  further  states,  continually  viBE 
lates  the  best  ascertained  lavs  of  physics,  chemistry,  and 
physiology,  but  such  a  super-normal  psychological  event  as 
this  appearance  subjectively  and  not  unmlraculously  to  the 
minds  of  the  disciples,  is  quite  possible.       In  our  natur- 
al environment  and.  in  the  li  .Itatlons  of  our  finite  lalnds, 
all  our  greater  visions,  even  though  splrltuiil,  must  be 
ccuche..  In  terms  of  the  material.      Thus  it  is  concluded  that 
the  resurrection  was  sub.^ective,  cut  that  the  perception  of 
the  risen  Lord,  apart  from  the  form  which  it  took,  was  ob- 
jective, ll 
Professor  Orr  in  his  view  of  the  problem  of  the| 
resurrection  is  more  conservative  than  Lake.      Some  general 
lines  of  his  arguments  are  ■^^ermr.ne  at  this  point.      He  feels 
that  Paul  himself  was  absolutely  convinced,   coth    t  the 
time  of  hie  vision  and  ever  after,  of  the  reality  of  Christ's 
vision  to  him.       .his  event  became  a  turning  point  in  the 
history  of  Christianity.       In  a  like  manner,  reter  is  so 
convince!  when  in  hl^  epistle  he  writes  of  the  "Lord  of  ' 
G-lory"  .       In  the  evidence  for  the  faith  in  the  resurrection 
found  in  trie  new  ccurage  which  came  to  the  disc  oles,  Pro- 
fessor 1.  rr  has  a  strong  argument.       The  followers  of  Jesus 
h  d  been  lost  in  despcUr  at  the  time  of  tlie   crucifixion  of 
their  Master.      They  had  repaired  to  their  old  tasks  tn  || 
Galilee    and  else.vhere  to  lead  lives  of  simple  people  and 


I  to  forget,  ir  possible,  the  loss  of  so  great  a  friend.  ffow 

they  are  suddenly  called  back,  and  with  a  new  and  burning 
zeul,  set  about  to  carry  forward  the  program  which  was  in- 
|herent  within  the  teaching  of  Jesus.      So  great  was  theirj 
'  enf-iusiasn  that  thousands  of  converts  were  made  to  a  new 
land  difficult  cause.       It  seems  probable  that  in  the  face 
of  so  marked  success,  the  enemies  of  the  disciples  v?ould 
have  eagerly  brought  forth  the  body  of  Jesus  from  the  tomlb 
if  it  might  have  b.  en  obtained.      Thus  the  er.-nty  torab  re- 1 

on  " 

;;.ains  an  ^impeachable  witness  of  the  truthfulness  of  the  testf 
imony  of  the  di3Cip]es.  j 
The  resurrection  phenomenom  as  explained  by  mere 
subjective  visions  is  still  the  favorite  of  many.  Visions 
in  an  emotional  atmosphere,  it  is  said,  are  very  contagious. 

Such  Paul's  is  pointed  out  to  be.      According  to  Renan,  it 
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was  Mary  Magdalene  who  set  the  train  of  visions  going.     •  0 
He  asserts  th  .t  it  was  very  natural  for  the  disciples  to  [ 
h.ve  such  visions  after  they  had  travelled  to  the  old  fam^ 
illar  sights  of  Galilee,  an^  that  it*waii.also  natural  for 
such  to  die  away  after  the  excitement  of  t  ^e  crucifixion  ( 
and  the  dispersion  of  the  band  of  twelve  h  d  subsided.  In 
response  to  this,  however,  i^rofessor  Orr  points  out  that 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  disciples  were  ex- 
pecting to  see  their  I'aster.       In  these  passages  che  resur- 
Irection  h  d  been  foretold:  Mark  9;3',  10:34,  9:9, 
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etc .  ; '  W^^lt,TiF  W?ur  r  e  c  1 1  on  of"  Jesus  was  "cTearXy'To^e  dfT-  ~ 
tinguished  fro^i    His  reappearance  to  His  disciples.      Thus  it 
was  on  top  of  the  deep  incredulity  of  any  such  event  that 
the-  appearances  really  did  occur.      !:oreover,  the  "visions" 
of  the  resurrected  Lord  were  not  misty,  flighty  affairs, 
but  were  in  cases  long  interviev;s.      Nor  were  they  with  ' 
□en  of  nervous  temper'ament ,  but  with  hardened  men  of  the 
sea  and  with  a  hard-headed  tax-gatherer  and      business  man 
as  we  find  in  Matthew.  j 

The  proposed  soluLion  of  the  whole  question  as | 
set,  for-Gh  by  tiie  "Hesu.  rection  Legend"  of  the  aythological 
schools  i.  worthy  of  passing  observation.      They  propose  that 
the  Christian  story  was  imported  into  Judaism  from  Babylon- 
ian myths  and  other  similar  Oriental  s^-urces.      Thruout  the 
Orient  there  is  a  coiamon  legend  of  the  death  and  resurrection 
cf  a  god  ciised  on  Nature  -  the  pa:  sinfr.  of  winter  and  thejj 
advent  of  spring.       So  they  remove  the  last  particle  of  hist- 
oricity from  the  Gospels  and  make  Judaism  and  Christianity 
the  outgrowths  of  these  syncretistic  religions.      In  sim- 
ply trying  to  account  for  t  e  legend  they  lose  eight  6f  the 
facts  of  the  resurrection  -  the  burial  of  Jesus,  the  empty 
tomb,  and  the  appearances. 

Such  a  method  of  explanation  r-.sts  on  arbitrary 
assumption.      Says  Professor  Orr :   "The  Church  knew  its  own 
religion,  and  could  be  under  no  vital  mistake    s  to  the  j 
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great  facts  on  which  its  belief  in  Christ  as  its  crucified 

and  risen  Lord  rested."      The  apostles  and  evangelists  are 
hardly  thus  to  he  taken  as  fools!       Nor  could  those  today 
who  have  felt  the  power  of  the  resurrected  Christ  "believe  that 
such  rested  on  a  niyth.      Life  is  more  than  mere  logic!  The 
reb,lity  of  the  truth  rests,  not  in  systems  of  thought,  but 
in  the  survey  of  human  experience.  The  experience 

of  countless  thousands  since  the  days  of  the  apostles  attest 
to  the  solemnity  of  this  deeper  and  more  convincing  truth. 

J.  Sparrow  Simpson    in  his  work,  '^The  Resurrect- 
ion of  Jesus  in  "odern  Thought*'  does  not  agree  with  the  avowed 
position  of  Professor  Lake  in  the  matter  of  the  empty  tomb. 
His  assertion  is  that  in  spite  of  all  the  diversity  v^hich  has 
been  indicated  above,  we  must  finally  admit  that  the  narra- 
tives yield  a  uniform  and  very  impressive  tradition  that  the 
grave  was  empty  on  Easter  morning.      buch,  he  estimates, 
.«c..s  requirea  by  the  cdntemporai^y  idea  of  the  Resurrection 
Ir.  all  Jewis     thought.       The  idea  of  a  Resurrection  is  inseparfe 
able  from  the  interpretation  of  Daniel  12:12,  II  Maccabees 
7:11,   ..nd  John  5:26.      He  concedes,  however,  that  such  a  ij 
view  waii  not  held  by  Saint  Paul,  who  mciintained  that  flesa 
ana  blood  cannot  inherit  tVie  Kingdom  of  God,  and  that  we  sow 
not  the  body  that  shall  be.  In  II  Corinthians  3:17|| 

it  is  plainly  held  that  the  Risen  Lord  is  a  Spirit:  "Now 
the  Lord  is  a  Spirit.  L=_^  In  the  light  of  these  factpj 


I^tmprsotr  1b  driven  to  cDiitrri:^r=eTOfWF"TRlrr^  ^ 
sider  t"::e  empty  tomt  valuable,  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
it,  or  that  the  idea  was  foreign  to  his  conception.  This, 
too,  is  the  opinion  of  Holtzman/;^  "Life  of  Jesus",  p.  499. 

The  inference  of  thoce  v/ho  adhere  to  a  subjective 
appearance  of  Jesus  must  be  that  Christ's  buried  body  was 
dissolved  if  the  evident  nanif estation  of  the  empty  tomb  is 
correct.        ome  advocates  of  this  theory  contend  that  those 
interested  in  the  Christ  would  not  troop  to  the  grave  of  the 
Master  because  such  an  act  would  lead  to  ceremonial  defile- 
ment.     They  add  that  the  search  for  the  grave  would  have 
been  unnatural,  that  if  faith  had  already  been  convinced 
by  personal  experience  Lhey  would  not  need  the  support  of 
such  an  investigation.      V^endt,  on  the  other  hand,  is  so 
certain  that  the  grave  of  Christ  was  discovered  to  be  empty, 
that  he  considers  the  incident  providentially  permitted.  'I 
He  shrinks  from  contemplating  the  reverence  v/hich  all  Christ- 
endom would  otherwise  have  bestov/ed  upon  the  relics  of  Christ, 
/^t  least,  he  concludes  that. the  empty  grave  was  providentially 
designed  to  spiritualize  and  refine  the  character  of  the 
Cnristian  religion.      Simpson  rests  his  evidence  at  the  || 
grave  largely  on  his  conviction  that  John's  description  of 
the  visit  of  the  two  disciples  to  the  tomb  is  most  life-like 
and  convincing.      Latham's  belief  (p. 3-4,  The  Risen  Master) 

concerning  the  grave  clothes  upon  which  some  rest  conaider- 
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'  able  weight,  is  that  JohnV  "however"  did  go  InT^andnEhat  il 
there  he  was  startled  by  the  observation  that  the  grave  jj 
clothes  were  lying  flat.  {  6yr<fTiy/}i)///€yotr - ) 

Holtznann,  again,  is  of  the  persuasion  that  Joseph 
of  Arirnathea  on  further  reflection  and  for  prudential  rea- 
sons withdrew  the  body  of  the  Lord  from  the  grave  in  which 
he  had  at  first  for  ceremonial  reasons  allowed  it  to  rest. 
Whatever  our  view  of  this  complex  question  of  the  empty 
grave,  it  is  the  goal  of  this  paper  to  point  out  the  rea  — 
^nableness  of  the  conclusion  to  which  Simpson  comes.  'iTe 
must  finally  assert,  says  he,     either  that  all  this  was  the 
result  of  hiiiman  contrivance,  or  else  that  it  was  the  work 
of  God.       "Two  antagonistic  conceptions  of  God  and  the  world 
meet  at  the  grave  of  Christ",  is  the  manner  in  which  he  ex-  • 
presses  himself.      From  all  the  evidence  presented  the  writer 
of  this  survey  is  strongly  inclined  to  believe  with  Wendt, 
i.e.  that  the  modern  belief  of  the  exaltation  of  Jesus  is 
independent  of  the  question,  "VHiat  is  the  nature  of  the  1 
disciples'  experiences?"      Even  if  the  Appearances  of  the 
Risen  Lord  were  the  means  by  which  the  disciples  reached 
their  higher  conceptions,  they  are  entirely  separable  from 
these  higher  conceptions  which  may  be  perfectly  valid  a- 
part  from  all  consideration  of  the  Appearances.      A  true 
conclusion  may  be  reached  thru  mistaken  premises.      A  flat 
^  dejiial__af  the  objfejjtlyitjt-Qf-jyie  Appearances  would  not 
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^eceslaarily  carry ^iltT it  the  denial  or    Christ's  spiritual 
exaltation. 

Finally,  we  must  stand  with  Simpson  when  he  as- 
serts,  (p.  446)  "It  is  really  of  great  importance  that  Christ's 
Resurrection  ca  .not  be  'nade  as  certain  as  any  other  event 
in  history.      Belief  in  it  must  ultimately  depend  on  a  judg- 
ment of  its  worth.      And  that-  again  will  depend  on  our  entire 
interpretation  of  life.       It  is  inseparable  from  religious 
presuppositions."      Or,  in  the  thought    of  Hegel  (Philosophy 
of  History,  II.  221),     the  Resurrection  belongs  eventually 
to  the  province  of  faith.      With  this  conclusion  of  Simp- 
son, all  our  best  efforts  conform,  tho  we  do  not  hold  with 
him  to  all  his  other  conservative  estimates.      Nor  can  we 
swing  to  the  opp  site  pole  -  to  such  a  theory  as  Pfleiderer 
clings  to  in  his  "Philosophy  and  Development  of  History". 
He  conceives  of  the  Resurrection  as  the  crowning  event  of 
the  life  of  the  Messiah,  and  lauds  it  as  the  crisis  which 
tore  the  Jews  away  from  their  carnal  hope^  of  the  Kingdom, 
raising  them  to  a  higher  world  :.f  faith  and  hope.  Pfleid- 
erer, too,  sifts  the  witnesses  of  the  Resurrected  Lord  down 
to  Paul  and  ^'^ark,  and  argues  that  "the  particular  grounds 
which  actualized  this  possibility  (of  faith  in  the  bodily 
resurrection)  lay  in  the  psychological  state  of  the  disciples 
of  Jesus  after  the  death  of  the  Lord . " ( p . 1 14 )        He  lays 
jmuGh  weight^on  the  obeervation^ that  It  was^  Peter ^  " the  man 
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!:  of  vivid  feeling  andToF  quickly  exHtabirsoul " ,  who  firs 

came  to  the  conviction  that  the  crucified  One  was  living. 
History  of  Religion,  he  asserts,  has  often  furnished  cases 
equally  convincing  as  this.      Somewhere  between  the  crude 
physical  fact  which  haa  been  indicated  as  repulsive  to  the 
thoughtful  mind,  and  the  extreme  view  of  an  estimate  like 
this  of  Pfleiderer  our  final  conclusions  must  lie. 

The  study  of  J.:^Shaw  in  "The  Resurrection  of  Christ' 
is  enlightening  all  along  the  line  of  our  interpretation, 
altho  in  his  own  position  he,  too,  holds  to  the  literal 
resurrection  of  the  body  of  the  Lord.      The  "reduced"  or 
"attenuated"  Christianity  which  is  the  outcome  of  the  indif- 
ference to  the  bodily  a.-pect  of  the  Resurrection  not  only 
does  less  than  Justice  to  the  apostolic  thought,,  he  contends,' 
"but  has  serious  consequences  for  our  belief  in  the  centrally 
determined  and  constitutive  significance  of  the  Resurrection 
of  Christ  for  our    view  of  the  world  and  life,  and  in  part- 
icular, for  our  belief  in  the  ultimate  subjugation  of  the 
entire  .naterial  order  to  the  purpose  of  spirit."  (Preface) 
In  the  pursuit  of    .his  survey,  Shaw  agrees  with  the  very 
theu.e  of  this  paper,  i.e.  that  the  mere  historical  evidence 
will  not  alone  lead  to  faith  in  the  Risen  Christ,  but  that  all 
depends  upon  the  religious  attitude  of  heart  and  mind  which 
we  bring  to  our  study.      Tho  the  accounts  vary,  Shaw  ex- |j 
=jj^resses  his  feeling  in  these  ^»nr>fla^  "  trh^p*>  ^r1t1^°  whr.  Anmet 
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to  negative  conclusions  do  so  less^eyause  of  dTfHcultT^s 
connected  with  the  evidence  than  because  of  presu^^posit ions 

of  a  dogmatic  or  philosophical  character  with  which  they 
come  to  the  examination  of  the  subject."  (p.  10). 


extraordinary  spiritual  vitality,  Shaw  asserts,  demands  a 
sufficient  cause.      VHiile  Shaw  follows  out  the  details  of  the 
Gospels  in  a  manner  which  we  shall  review  in    a  moment,  he 
places  his  highest  value  and  belief  in  the  position  of  this 
paper,  and  quotes  two  authorities  who  agree  with  him  in  this 
fundamental  conclusion.      Westcctt,  in  the  "Gospel  of  the 
Resurrection',' 'pc irtc  out  that  the  apostolic  conception  was 
"the  Lord  lives",  rather  than  "the  Lord  was  raised",  I.e. 
that  "Christ  lives  because  He  works  still".  If  it  were 

not  for  this  fact  continued  in  the  present,  the  historical 
evidence  would  long  since  have  faded.  Thus,  likev/lse,  we  " 

have  the  statement  of  Harnack,  in  "What  is  Christianity?"'^ 
In  any  case,  s-ys  he,   "certain  it  is  that  what  he  (Paul) 
and  the  disciples  regarded  as  all  Important  was  not  the  state 
in  which  the  grave  was  found,  but  Christ  s  appearances, 
(p.   164).      The  position  of  Harnack  is  that  what  happened 
on  that  third  d-.y  is  Insoluble  from  "all  the  obtainable  data. 

In  spite  of  this"  citation  of  the  conclusions  - 
reached  by    Harnack,  Shaw  goes  on  to  examine  the  evidence 
from  his  ovm  point  of  vltWjt.  agreeing^  with  Swete  that  theij 
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T  evidence  for  the  enpty  tomb  is  "too  notorious  to  be  denied" . 
With  this  author,  too,  he  has  faith  in  the  records  of  the 
Johannlne  accounts.       Concerning  John's  belief  at  the  tomb, 
Swete  says,  "There  arose  in  his  mind  at  the  moment  a  nascent 
confidence  that  in  some  way,  as  yet  unknown,  their  darkness 
would  be  turne  ;  to  light,  and  the  victory  of  the  Christ  be 
secured."     (Appearances,  p,  6)      Shaw  then  wrestles  with  the 
problem  of  the  Appearances.      The  accounts  of  Mark  are 
plainly  unfinished,  he  observes,  and  the  records  thru  all 
the  Gospfcis  must  be  recognized  as  fragmentary.      The  nar- 
ratives do  not  primarily  represent  history,  and  we  must  a- 
gree  with  Mllligan,  "The  Resurrection  of  our  Lord"  p. 57, 
that  "we  do  the  Evangelists  injustice  when  we  regard  them 
as  witnesses  in  a  court  of  law,  who  have  been  appointed  to 
prove  a  fact,  and  who  have  deliberately  taken  it  in  hand  to 
do  so."      V7ith  Denney  (p.   155)  we  would  prefer  to  state  rather 
that  both  the  Galilean  and  the  Jerusalem  appearances  are 
right  than  that  either  are  wrong. 

Those  who  contend  for  the  physical  Resurrection 
cite  the  passages  which  seem  in  their  estimates  unqualified- 
ly to  represent  such  f  leshii^  appearings  ,      Jesus  bids  the  ' 
doubting  Thomas  to  touch  and  handle  Kis  person  to  convince 
Kis  unbelief,  but  we  are  not  told  that  the  disciple  availed 
himself  of  the  test.      Even  Denn^  rejects  the  idea  of  the 
risen  Lord '  s  'eating" ,  and  he  too  finds  in  l^nke  a  "tendency 
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to  materialize  the  spiritual"  (p.   146)  .      Even  Shaw  with  ! 

his  belief  in  the  physical  Resurrection  admits  from  the  ! 
evidence  of  his  study  thiit  Christ  did  not  come  forth  with 
the , same  body.       "It  had  undergone  some  marvelous  change," 
he  says  (p.  63.).     It  had  "mysterious  peculiarities"  which 
distinguished  it  from  the  natural  earthly  body.      He  makes 
the  following  observations  which  seem  to  carry  out  the  idea 
at  least  of  a  very  strange  sort  of  physical  existence:  The 
Risen  Lord  passed  thru  the  closed  sepulcher  and  thru  a  closed 
door  (Luke  ^4:36);  He  could  be  present  in  distant  places  at 
apparantly  short  intervals  (Luke  15:34);  He  appeared  sudden- 
ly without  any  physical  locomotion  (John  20:\9)',  and  He  dis- 
appeared suddenly  (Luke  34:31,   "He  vanished  from  their  sight".) 
This  latter  citation  Shaw  conceles  to  have   been  "a  disappear- 
ance, not  a  spacial  withdrawal."  (p.  83) 

From  these  observations  and  the  fact  that  the  dis- 
ciples on  the  road  to  Emmaus  did  not  recognize  the  Lord  as 
He  walked  with  their:,  Shaw  is  led  to      theory  which  blends 
into  the  spiritual  conception  of  the  Resurrection  before  he 
is  thru  with  his  analysation  of  the  Appearances  of  the  Risen  Lord. 
He  Is  restrained  in  his  belief  in  the  physical  nature  of  the 
Lord's  body  by  the  strange  aloofness  of  His  presence  and  His 
reserved  attitude  in  which  He  spoke  of  the  time  "when  I  was 
yet  with  you"  (Luke  24i44).      The  only  solution  which  this 
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£c|ibla>r  finds  adequate  is  that  during  the  period  of  theae 

appearances  Jesus,  in  His  intercourse  with  the  disciples, 
was  hovering  between  the  old  form  and  a  new  in  a  transitional 
condition, combining  the  seemingly  opposite  qualities  of  the 
material  and  the  spiritual.      This  interpretation  drives 
him  to  the     position  of  Weis^cker,   i.e.  that  vie  have  in  the 
Gospels  two  different  layers  of  tradition.      Such  concession 
forces  us  to  the  conclusion  that  in  His  higher  form  of  fel- 
lowship Jesus  did    appear  in  a  very  objective  fashion  to', 
His  disciples.       They  must  of  necessity  interpret  such  vis- 
ions in  a  sensuous  manner,  even  tho  in  so  doing  they  recog- 
nize! that  their  changed  Lord's  body  was  no  longer  subject 

even  to  the  limitations  they  were  accustomed  to  observe  ij 

I 

in  the  days  of  His  earthly  existence  with  them.  '  |i 

i 

In  Kent  s  estimate  of  the  Living  Christ  (in  th^ 
"Life  and  Teachings  of  Jesus"),  the  usual  evidence  both  of 
the  Gospels  and  of  the  Pauline  experience  is  pursued. 
gain,  this  author  agrees  rith  us  that  "the  essential  elei 

ments  in  the  gospel  narratives,  after  all,  are  what  Jesus 

;l 

was  and  taught;  and  these  corner-stones  stand  quite  indei 
pendent  of  the  resurrection  stories."  {p.  300)      He  then | 
points  out  the  kind  of  a  Resurrection  v/hich  it  was  per-  I 
fectly  normal  for  these  e^.rly  writers  to  have  faith  in." 
The  conception  of.  any  individual „immortaliJ:y  in  that  day| 
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^ence  tae  jewisti  cnrTitlai^"  naturHly  thought  of  the  possj- 
bllity  of  Jesus'  reappearing  in  no  other  manner.  Herod 
believed  that  Jesus  wa.:  John  the  Faptict  returned  to  life. 
Thus  we  find  that  to  the  common    people  of  Palestine,  from 
whon  the  first  and  second  generations  of  Christians  came, 
the  rising  of  the  dead  w^^s  not  as  marvelous  as  it  seems  today, 
In  Kent^^s  opinion  Paul  shows  the  influence  of  the  Pharisaic 
doctrine  of  a  bodily  resurrection  in  his  writings,  but  this 
apostle  unequivocally  rejects  it  as  insufficient  to  explain 
his  own  belief.      Paul  therefore  represents  a  transition 
from  the  i.-.aterial  Jewish  belief  in  the  bodily  rcsurrectiojii 
to  thct  purely  slritual  conception  of  individual  immortality 
which  was  the  great  contribution  of  the  wisest  thinkers  of 
Greece. 


*  * 


From  the  supernatural  view  which  we  have  studied  and 
found,  in  some  instances,  shading  off  into    -hat  we  have  | 
choserjto  call  the  more  pronouncedly  spiritual  type,  we  turn 
.to    a  very  cursory  survey  of  the  naturalistic  theory  -  one  ^^o 
which  iirf scarcely  worth  whilt   ta  turn  aside.  Peim  ad- 

vanced at  one  time  what  he  called  the  objective  hypothesis 
theory.      His  hypothesis  is  that  while  the  body  of  Jesus  j 
remained  in  the  tomb.  His  living  Spirit  sent  telegrams  to  I 
the  disciples  to  asLurc  them  thct  He  still  lived.       In  such 
a  presentation,  however,  Eelm  himself  acknowledges  that  the 
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supernatural  Is  not  entirely  elimlnatecL.      Another  hypott 

esis 

that  for  a  period  was  widely  accepted  is  that  Jesus  did  not 
truly  die  on  the  cross  but  that  He  had  fainted  and,  in  tljie 
haste  of  the  Passover  preparation  preparation,  was  placed  in 
the  tomb.      He  is  then  supposed  to  have  revived  and  to  have 
broken  His  way  thru  the  sealed  tomb.      For  a  r^eriod  He  w^s 
in  association  with  the  disciples  amidst  the  familiar  scenes 

in  Galilee.      Finally,  His  wounds  proved  fatal  and  He  to<;)k 

I 

His  departure  from  the  group. 

To  some  minds  some  such  interpretations  as  these  are 
alluring  because  of  the  explanation  that  they  give  of  a  | 
bodily  app-.ar-.nce ,  but  they  nust  at  last  fall.      They  an 
rejected  by  historical  students  because  they  do  not  take 
into  consideration  the  evidence  of  Paul  nor  that  of  the 
older  G-ospel  narratives,  nor  do  they  account  in  the  leas-|^ 
degree  for  tie  new  life  which  burned  in  the  hearts  of  the 

disciples.      "ore  fundamental  than  this,  however,  we  must 

I 

reject  such  theories  because  theyJJ*completely  at  variance 
with  the  character  of  Jesus. 

In  a  like  manner  the  hypothesis  that  Peter  was 
under  the  influence  of  a  hallucination  and  believed  that 
he  saw  the  '.'-.ster,  is  open  to  the  same  criticism.       In  some 
psychological  circles  today  the  suggestion  is  advanced  that 
what  the  disciples  and  others  went  thru  is  adequately  and 
I  cLe^ljr  explained ^^^a^^  psychical  experiences.    To  •  >he 
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I 


I 
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mind  of  Sir  Oliver  Lodge  this  explanation  is  that  which  A- 

nally  closes  the  discussion  of  the  years.       Such  thinkers 
infor.:;  us  that  the  whole  question  of  the  relation  of  the  mind 
to  the  body  and  to  the  spirit  has  taken  great  steps  forward 
in  the  li.rht  of  the  recent  research  and  that  its  revelations  are 
just  started.      Such  an  attitude  seems  to  explain  the  dis- 
tinction of  Harnack  between  what  he  calls  the  "Easter  message" 
and  the  "Easter  faith".      According  to  his  reasoning,  how- 
ever,  Christ's  presence  can  be  interpreted  as  nothing  more 
than  the  manifestations  of  surviving  personality.       -'-t  is 
true  that  faith  today  is  exercised  in  the  Exalted  and  Glorified 
Lord,  but  it  must  rest  ultimately  dn  the  historical  fact  . 
that  Christ  was  alive  and  active  in  the  period  immediately 
following  the  third  day. 

*  *  * 

Having  studied  in  some  det..il  the  data  of  our  various 
narratives  and  testimonies,  we  have  wended  our  way  thru  the 
net-work  of  reconstructions  and  interpretations  of  numerous 
scholars  finally  to  rest  in  the  one  conclusion  that  seems 
to  be  common  to  nearly  all  the  writtrs,  namely,  that  the  1 
life  and  death  and  continued  presence  of  Jesus  were  such  that 
a  living  and  vital  faith  In  His  G-ospel  is  not  only  possible 
but  commanding  in  this  day.      Says  Shaw,   "It  is  the  fontal 
source  or  spring  of  the  apostolic  faith,  that  which  brought 
the  Church  into  existence,  and  set  it  moving  with  that  won- 
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■derful  vitality  and  power  which  lie  before  us  In  the  New  !' 

Testament-"      That  Jesus  had  spoken  as  never  man  spake  be- 
jjfore  would  have  left  certain  memoirs  of  His  life,  but  a  per- 
us  1  of  Peter's  report  in  his  preaching  in  the  Book  of  Acts 
gives  quite  a  higher  conception  of  the  "aster.      He  starts 
indecrf.  with  the  historica  l  Jesus  but  his  true  emphasis  and 
power  are  found  in  the  conception  of  the  Resurrected  Savior. 
Thus  the  Resurrection  is  the  fundc.mental  determinative  prln- 

ijciple  of  the  whole  apostolic  view  of  the  world  £ind  life. 

i' 

Here  too,  says  Shaw  lurther,   "Cod  has  convincingly  manifestea 
tcit,  supremacy  of  spirit  over  the  strongest  material  forces." 
Here  is  given  the  final  pledge  and  assurance  of  personal 
li-^jnortallty .  ji 

After  all,  the  gre.^.t  miracle  about  the  Resurrect- 
ion is  t'^.at  God  so  purposed  to  reveal  Himself  Lhru  His  Son 
that  Christ  was  made  manifest  to  the  senses  of  the  disciples 
;afte:'  some    lanner  which  was  so  convincing  that  they  preached 
with  tremendous  effect.       This  impress  of  the  personality  of 
Jesus  was  so  deep  and  strong  that  they  saw  Him  after  He  died.. 
Whatever  criticism  or  psychology  may  have  to  add  concerninr- 
our  evidences,  this  must  remain  the  deep  and  abiding  secret 
of  the  "appearances".      The  real  Resurrection  with  which  we 
are  vitally  concerned  today,  the  event  which  hos  meaning  and 
Importance  ^Or  the  soul's  life,   is  the  rising  of  Jesus  out 

=Wf  death  into  the  spiritual  life  witter  God.  The  true  — = 
^  ~7/ie  Tfesurrec/idfi  of  CJinsf /b  //. 
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j'oiess^-ge  of  Easter  is  that  Jesus  passed  out  of  death  into  | 
life  everlasting.      With  this  supreme  view  it  is  difficult 
to  understand  why  any  will  contend  for  the  reanimation  ofjj 

jithe  body  of  the  Lord.  The  records  must  forever  remain  at 
best  only  evidential;  they  belong  to  the  past  and  are  for|- 
ever  closed.      The  episode  of  the  third  day  is  secondary; 

I  the  uianif  estation  of  the  changed  and.  Risen  Lord  lo  the  dis- 
ciples alone  is  primary.      The  records  of  a  bodily  Resurrection 
utterly  fail  to  meet  the  soul's  demand.      They  tell  us  only 

of  events  inside  the  sensible  realm,  and  cannot  possibly  , 
prove  anything  further.      Faith  cries  out  for  more.  The 
d...aand  for  spiritual  and  ultimate  reality  cannot  be  met 
with  anything  less  than  an  answer  to  the  hungering  spirit. 

In  closing  we  find  ourselves  once  more  turning  to 
the  master  inind  of  Saint  Paul.       The  oldest  testimony  of  the 
Resurrection  is  from  the  pen  of  uhis  apostle.      I  Corinthians 
15  -  probably  written  about  55  A. D.  -  teaches  the  earliest 
tradition.      From  this  uenr.z^  infers  Lhat  "if  we  cannot  spec.k 
i  of  a  bodily  Resur-rection ,     v?e  should  not  speak  of  a  Resurrection 
at  all."      Eut  soon  after  this  even  he  admits  th.it  "Jesus 
does  not  come  back  to  the  old  life  ixt  all.     As  risen,  He 
belongs  aire  ,dy  to  another  world,  and  to  another  mode  of 
being.   ...  It  was  the  manifestation,  transcending  nature, 
of  new  life  from  G-od .  "      His  words  are  well  substantiated 

i  in  th^Pf"  of  ^^mil  ;  "Lll&e=aflU^ist^Jsas  raised  from  the  de;^ 

ti  !' 

ii  ■ 

II  ■  -  ■  i 
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i!  thru  the  glory  of  the  Father,  so  we 


also  might  walk  In 


i  ness  of  life.      For  if  v/e  have  become  united  with  Him  "by  the 
likeness  of  Kis  death,  we  shall  be  also  "by  the  likeness  of 
Kis  Resurrection.   ...     If  we  died  with  Christ,  we  believe 
that  v/e  shall  also  live  with  Him;  death  no  more  has  domin- 
ion over    him."  li 


Paul  ti;-t  it  ie  the  pov.-er  of  a  spiritual  resurrection  which 
he  stressed.      The  secret  of  the  event  Paul  finds  alone  in 
the  power  of  G-od.       In  his  figurative  fashion  he  sees  that  this  jS 
as  possible  and  as  likely  as  the  springing  up  of  the  seed 
into  a  wholly  different,  fuller  and  larger  form  of  life. 
The  sowing  of  the  seed  is  in  corruntion,  the  rising  is  in 
incorruptlon;   it  is  sown  inglorious  but  it  rises  in  glory; 
it  is  sown  in  wenkness  but  it  rises  in  power;  it  is  sown  a 
natural  body  and.it  rises  a  spiritual  body.      Paul's  exper- 
ience on  the  Damascus  Road  is  the  natural  key  by  which  v/e 
interpret  the  historical  material.       II  Corinthians  12:1-4 
most  convincingly  allude  to  an  inner  and  spiritual  vision; 
"I  must  needs  glory,  tho  it  is    not  expedient,  but  I  will 
come  to  visions  and  revelations  of  t  .e  Lord,     I  knov/  a  man 
in  Christ  fourteen  years  (whether  in  the  body  I  know  not 
or  whether  out  of  the  body,  I  know  not,  God  knoweth)."  Cer- 
tainly these  words  of  our  chief  witness  do  not  speak  of  ne- 


It  is  clear  f . om  these  and  other  leferences  of 


^^her  -f  or  or -Agalj 


»earajae^,but  they= 
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do  assert  the  certainty  of  Paul  that  he  himself,  in  his  er 

consciousness,  is  av7are  that  he  met  the  Risen  Savior.  It 
is  difficujt  for  one  to  tell  another  the  details  of  the  inner 
life  of  the  spirit,  and  this  seems  to  be  the  difficulty 
which  is  expressed  in  Paul's  words  to  the  Corinthians. 


men  by  force. .       In  the  parable  of  Dives  and  Lazarus,   it  is 
asserted  that  even  tho  the  dead    should  reVirn  to  life,  men 
would  not  believe  their  words.       So,  for  us,  Paul  remains 
the  outstanding  contemporary  witness  who  testifies  for  the 
validity  of  his  inner  assurance.      '^at  Paul  saw  was  under  the 
influence  of  divine  power.      Today  and  thru  the  pages  of  hist- 
ory it  has  been  this  latter  kind  of  vision  -  this  inner 
consciousness  -  that  has  been  the  leaven  of  the  Kingdom  of 
God.       Paul's  vision  left  him  in  no  doubt.      Jesus'  exalt- 
ation v/as  as  real  to  him    s  was  the  crucifixion.      We  do 
not  for  a  moment  doubt  the  testimony  of  this  writer,  but, 
with  Denny,  we  feel  we  must  wei'-h  its  meaning  and  value.  '' 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  the  resurrection  of  Jesus,  not  of 
Herod  nor  another.       Nor  was  it  the  resurrection    of  the 
mere  memory  of  Jesus,  for  He  did  not  anpear  ab  they  had  known 
Him,      As  Professor  Sheldon  s:.ys  in  re-enforcing  this  truth, 
"The  Resurrection  of  Christ  is  perfectly  consonant  with  the 
unique  cnaracter  and  extraordinary  mission  ascribed  to  Him 


Thruout  His  entire  ministry  Jesus  refused  to  win 


Testament  1n  the  whole  trend -of  Its  teachi 
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j If  Jesus  was  truly  to  be  the  Savior  of  men,  his  resurrection 
is  a  necessary  part  of  so  great  a  mission,  and  without  this 
His  life  is  incomplete.      Neither  natural  science  nor  history 
I'can  deny  the  resurrection  except  by  claiming  to  exhaust  the 
truth  and  reality  of  the  universe.       It  appeals  to  men  in  a 
way  in  which  a  purely  historical  event  cannot.       It  authen- 
.ticates  His  . mission  and  vindicates  His  claim  to  the  utmost. 
Ey  it  God  affixed  His  approval:   "This  is  Ky  beloved  Son  in 
whom  I  am  well  pleased:  hear  ye  Him." 

■Paul  states  plainly  that  the  body  of  Jesus  was 
"burie.i"  the  when  he  mentions  it  as  again  being  raised,  he 
is  aware  that  all  bodies  are  not  of  the  same  kind.  '.Then 
he  speaks  of  Jesus'  being  "raised",  he  no  doubt  believes  !Ln 
a  complete  personal  identity  of  that  which  arose  with  that  which 
was  buried.       This,  Lake  indie  tes  as  a  belief  in  a  kind  of 
transubstantiatlon  of  the  body  from  the  flesh  and  blood  to 
the  spirit.      Such  he  thinks  is  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
-understood  by  this  apsotle.       Such  is  the  "corruptible"  ^ 
putting  on  "incorruption"  -as  in  Philippians  3:20-21  "  -whence 
we  shall  look  for  the  Saviour,  tie  Lord  Jesus  Christ:  who 
shall  change  our  vile  body  that  it  may  be  fashioned  like 
unto  His  glorious  body  -"      Such  an  idea  of  Paul  w.a  taken 

from  Judaism  very  largely,  but  his  distinct  contribution  is 

{I 

that  the  change  was  simultaneous  with  the  resurrection  -"tn 
j^tie  twinkling  of  an  eye,"      So  ^aul,  la.  truth,  bases  hi &= 


li 


"belief  finally  on  the  knowledge  he  has  of  the  event  in  th 

life  of  Christ.  It  is  predominantly  spiritual.  In  this 
apostle's  mind  there  is  no  evident  difference  between  this 

;!  later  and  the  earlier  appearances.       It  wa^  a  sudden  vision 

jwhich  convinced  Paul  that  Jesus  was  still  alive,  and  the  l|in- 
terpretaLion  of  this  vision  is  well  set  forth  in  Corinthians, 
i.e.,  that  Christ  was  not  flesh  or  blood.       In  this  record 
of  Paul,  the  chronology  of  the  appearances  is  also  vague  and 
general,  but  the  fact  of  them  is  beyond  all  question.  The 

.weight  of  Professor  Sheldon's  words    IS    again  brought  to 
bear  on  this  point:   "-ffhile  he  (Paul)  was  furnished  with 
substantial  sources  of  information,  he  wrote  under  conditions 
which  advised  to  carefulnes    and  sobriety  in  his  statements, 
for,  in  the  third  decade  from  the  crucifixion,     i.iany  of  those 
to  whom  he  referred  as  witnesses  of  the  appearance  of  Christ 
must  have  been  still  at  hand,  <as  indeed  he  took  pains  to  con- 
firm."    (system    of  Christian  Doctrine,  P.  586)  ' 

It  wa:-  stated  in  the  beginning  of  this  paper  that 
one's  conclusion  in  this  field  is  determined  largely  by  the 
manner  in  which  he  approaches  the  subject.      We  have  travelled 
thru  the  ordinary  criticism  of  the  question  and  have  noted 
with  some  concern  the  many  discrepancies  in  the  accounts  of 

Ij  the  different  eye-witnesses.      These,  however  we  have  nal|- 
urally  attributed  to  the  various  authors.       That  the  main 
issue  is  subscribed  to  alike  by  all  the  witnesses  in  a 
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!| matter  of  this  kind,  we  have  found  sufficient  for  our  puilpose 

The  testimony  of  one  of  the  moral  potency  and  intellectual 
calibre  of  Paul  has  done  much  to  mould  our  conclusions. 
Professor  Lake's  view  conforms  largely  with  that  of  this 
apostle  -  that  the  resurrection  was   .hat  of  the  far  greater 
kind,  the  spiritual  reality    f  Jesus.  j 
This  survey  of  t  e  field  is  profitable,  but  notj 
the  best  approach  of  the  pr.reat  theme.      From  any  angle  in 
which  we  view  the  subject  we  see  the  hand  of  G-od.      The  re- 
s^orrection  w- as  a  miracle!       This  is  precisely  the  element 
that  the  "modern"  mind  has  difficulty  with.       Science,  i" 
is  thought,  opposes  any  occurence  of  events  due  to  direct,j 
divine  intervention.      Sucn  woula  be  a  disturbance  of  thejj 
unity  of  the  whole  system.      Any  system  v/hich  excludes  a 
living  Personal  God  as  the  Author  and  Upholder  of  the  world, 
'must  deny  this  miracle.      Our  approach,  then,  is  the  purely 
Christian  viev/  -  that  God  rules  events  in  this  universe  in 
which  we  live.      Pi'cf .  Lake  says,  "Once  postulate  .-t  God  who  has 
ruoral  aims  and  over-rules  causes  and  events,  and  it  is  hard 
to  see  why,  for  high  ends  of  revelation  and  redemption,  a  super- 
natural economy  should  not  be  engri^.fted    on  the  natural.  "!> 
Huxley  and  J.S.T.'ill  s  y  there  is  no  scientific  impossibility 
to  the  miracle.       it  is  a  question  of  evidence  upon  which  all 
"laws  of  nature"  or  "science"  are  based.      A  miracle  is  none 

^^her  than  the  interposition  of  a  new  causae ^  _&§.^ushnell.,^y5^, 
*(p.  277) 
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'"wrought  in  accordance  with  a  purpose."      Thus  a  miracle 

decidedly  compatible  with  the  idea  of  evolution  which  is  so 

ii 

strongly  held  today.  'i 

In  discussing  the  miracle  of  the  resurrection  in 
"The  Essence  of  Religion",  Profersor  Borden  P.  Eowne  agrees 
funda^ntally  with  our  attitude  tov/ard  this  miracle  of  mijra- 
cles.       "The  miracles  of  Christianity  cannot  be  discussed 
piecemeal,  but  as  parts  of  a  system,"  says  he  (p. 290).  j 
"Christianity  t.f firms  an  ever- living,  ever-working  God,"  ;,he 

i f urthei   states.      His  position  is  uhut  one's  general  con^j 
elusion  in  this  subject  cannot  depend  chiefly  on  argument 
alone,  but  also  more  fundamentally  on  one's  world  view  ar|d // 
moral  and  religious  sympathies  and  tendencies.       If  one  iS 

i  essentially  irreligious,  there  is  little  use  talking  to  him 
of  the  resurrection  of  Jesus  for  his  mind  is  closed  in  a.6j- 
vance.      The  real  •  uestion  here  is  not  that  of  the  many  i 
questions  which  we  have    raised,  but  primarily  it  is  the  j 

strife  between  two  views  of  life,  the  higher  spiritual  || 

i; 

and  the  lower  material.      The  higher  view,  like  the  ideal- 
istic philosophy,  does  not  admit  of  any  demonstration.  Like 

I; 

the  deepest  things  of  life,  it  is  a  matter  of  faith.  If 
we  could  have  technical  evidences  to  answer  our  historical 
inquiry,  they  would  not  be  particularly  edifying.  Christ- 
ianity is  its  own  best  evidence.       If  we  understand  that 
i-Ghr is tianity  has  always  been  dee^3^=^©^ 
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II we  are  prepared  to  bel46ve  anything  which^majTfit  into  th'ils 

magnificent  conception.      V.Tiat  could  be  more  fitting  than  that 
He  who  reve.^.led  the  love  of  the  Father  and  was  faithful  even  to 
death,  should  triumph  over  death  and  return  to  the  Father. 
Prof es  or  Eovme's  conclusions  in  the  matter  are  that  the  ap- 
pearances of  Jesus  were  not  made  "in  a  corner",  and  that  too 
much  has  coine  from  them  to  su-pose  the  faith  fictitious,  "if 
nothing  had  resulted,"  says  he,   "if  there  had  been  only  a 
momentary  flicker  of  enthusiasm,  we  might  well  believe 
that  it  is  all  a  mistake."  (p. 297)       To  some  this  faith  of  the 
Christian  will  still  be  a  stumbling  block  and  foolishness; 
to  others  it  must  continue  to  be  the    power  of  C-od  and  the 
wisdo;a  of  God. 

Finally,  this  conception  of  the  over-ruling  provi- 
dence of  God  not  only  in  the  matter  of  the  resurrection  of 
Jesus  for  the  redemption  of  mankind,  but  also  in  the  power  of 
this  faith  and  its  culture  within  the  heart  of  man,-inpels  to 
a  loftier  view  of  the  subject  than  that  based  purely  on  text- 
ual criticism.       Denney  believes  thc.t  God  v/ould  be  ashamed 
to  be  the  God  of  such  a  faith,  unless  He  made  good  the  hope 
01  man.       If  rirhteousness ,  such  _s  God's  plainly  was,  is  not 
finally  victorious  and  finally  eternal,  where  is  our  Godf'' 
In  such  faith  v;e  are  invited  to  accept  the  teEtirnony  of  those 
who  said,"77e  have  seen  the  Lord"!       The  New  Testament  story, 
^part  frgnrthe^  re sui'reeb ion- -would  iiuver  %ave  been  nanifested 
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in  hi8t,ory.      ir  me~cr^edr^^ere-to  end  -  "CT^mirTgd,  deacj 


and  buried';  it  v/ould  never  have  been  passed  on  to  this  day. 

The  spiritual  faith  in  Christ's  unbroken  coimnunion 
with  the  Father  has  an  irrefragible  basis.       It  is  significant 
that  Jesus  once  quoted  (I'atthew  22:^2)   "I  am  the  God  of  Ad- 
raham,  and  the  God  of  Isaac,  and  the  God  of  Jacob.     G  d  is 
not  the  God  of  the  dead,  but  of  the  living."    This  fellow- 
jship  of  Jesus  with  His  Father  -  from  the  very  nature  of  God  - 
lis  Imperishable.      Professor  Der.na^  indictes  this  necessary 
corallary  to  Christianity:  If  God  is,  then  immortality  is! 
Professor  Orr;   "Jesus,  who  canie  from  God  and   vent  to  God, 
has  shed  a  flood  of  light  into  th  t  unseen  world  which  has 
vanquished  its  terrors  and  made  it  the  bright  home  of  every 
spiritual  and  eternal  hope."*    He  further  acknowledges  that 
"the  subject  is  full  of  mystery.       The  error  lies  in  con- 
ceiving of  the  resurrection  of  the  body  of  the  Christian 
as  necessarily  the  raising  again  of  the  very  material  form 
that  was  deposited  in  the  grave."*    But  in  regard  to  this 
Paul  sets  our  minds  at  rest.       1  Corinthians  I5  "Thou  sowest 
not  the  body  that  shall  be   .    .   .  But  God  giveth  it  a  body 
as  it  pleaseth  Him."       15:40  "There  are  bodies  celestial, 
and  bodies  terrestrial.^ 


SUM1.TARY 


1  .     The  "best  approach  to  the  subject  is  from  the  ' 

fact  that  the  resurrection  was  believed  and  preached  by  the 
early  disciples  and  that  it  was  a  powerful  factor  before  these 
Gospels  with  their  conflicting  nai^ratives  were  ever  reduced 
to  writing.  In  addition  to  t,h«st  remarkable  phenomena  of 

the  origin  of  the  hristian  -hurc'ri,  we  must  consider  also  the 
remarkable  course  taken  by  Christianity  since  that  early  day. 

2.  Even  a  cursory  survey  of  the  material  of  the  Gos- 
pels shows  that  the  early  Church. and  even  those  who  were  the 
first  witnesses  of  a  resurrected  „hrist,  believed  that  a  mir- 
acle had  been  wrought  for  their  faith,  and  that  the  resurrection 
of  the  Lord  was  in  His  physical  form. 

on  +he  oKt^^a*<i| 

3.  The  evidence  of  St.  Paul,  is  the  earliest  and  the 
most  reliable  of  cur  written  sources.  This  apostle  embod- 
ied in  all  his  works  not  only  that  which  he  -lad  learned  thru 
conversation  with  others,  but  also  his  own  personal  exr^erience. 
His  records  are  also  independent  of  the  other  sources  of  infor- 
mation. 

4.  A  detailed  find  critical  study  of  the  Synoptics 
show5 that  the  various  resurrection  narratives  do  not  fully 
agree  even  in  some  rather  broad  considerations .  The  records 
of  "atthew  and  Luke  are  plnirily  based  fundamentally  on  the 
underlying  material  and  formation  of  Mark.          This  leads  us 
with  Allen  and  Eurkett  to  repose  faith  in  an  "Ur  ^'arcus",  from 
which  the  other  narratives  are  plainly  developments. 

5.  The  denial  of  any  early  assurance  of  the  empty 
tomb  by  Professor  Lake  is  untenable.  The  belief  of  the 
first  Christians  must  at  least  imrly  the  empty  tomb.  Lake's 
gencr  .-l  .approval  of  the  Pauline  belief  is  acceptable,  however , 
for  this  apostle  based  hie  evidence,  not  on  the  empty  to.ab,  but 
on  the  manifestations  of  Christ  Himself. 

6.  The^mpeachable  evidence  seems  to  be  for  the  empty 
tomb  -  as  advocated  by  Simp,  on,  Holtzmanrj,  and  others.  If 
the  testi.Tiony  of  the  ex'^eri^.nce  of  the  apostles^  who  returned 
fro^i  their  old  tasks  at  G  .lilee  u.nd  v/on  thousands  of  converts  to 
thfitr  belief,  is  worth  any  contiaBration,  the  tomb  must  have 
been  vacated.  Otherwise,   enemies  of  the  new  cause  would 
eaLily  have  frustrated   .he  enthusiastic  work  of  these  disciples. 

7.  'Vhatever  our  view  of  this  complex  question,  ',ve 
must  inevitable  rise  above  the  inade-^uacies  of  these  first  re- 
ports.        It  is  not  the  nature  of  the  resurrected  body  which 

is  of  most  import-rxeat  the  ?7,rave ;  it  is  rather  the  conception 
we  there  find  of  C-oa.        The  A-pearances  were  the  raeans  of 
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the  disciple's  faith,  but  a  true  conclusion  may  be  reached  "by 

:uist:-.ken  premises.  At  any  raoe,  the  exaltation  of  Jesus 

may  be  considered  independentli^of  the  particulars  of  this  event. 

^  8.       T'lere  is  undoubted  v?,lue  in  something  of  a  mys- 

tery at  this  point.        '^ere  historical  evidence  alone  will  not 
lead  to  faith  in  a  resurrected  Christ;   one's  interpretation  must 
be  determined  by  a  Judgment  of  worth.  That  "Christ  lives"  is 

the  central  message  of  all  these  resurrection  records,  and  the 
A,  pearances  are  plainly  supplementary  to  this  supreme  evidence. 

9.       At  all  events,   the  risen  Eody  of  the  Lord  had 
undergone  a  change.  Tho  this  transition  had  taken  place, 

the  appearance  of  Jesus  must  have  been  either  in  a  very  objec- 
tive fashion  tefore  tr.e  eyes  of  the  disciples,  or,  if  it  were 
of  a  higher  form,  t'.ey  could  have  interpreted  such  a  vision  in 
none  other  than  a  sensuous  manner.        Tho  t-^ese  disciples  could 
not  have  been  orthodox  in  any  other  view,  Paul  rejects  such  for 
a  daring  "spiritual  view''  . 

10.  The  naturalistic  and  psychological  theories  of 
some  few  scholars  are  favorable  only  in  their  a^^parent  explan- 
ation of  the  physical  appearances  of  the  Risen  Lord,  but  at  best 
they   .re  fundamentally  unw-rthy  of  belief  and  grossly  unsound />f 
tM  M^y  faKe  ho  accounf  ojl  Hie  facta  of  rc/ta/bu&  /t/e  ■ 

11.  If  we  should  take  away  from  history  the  death 
with  the  accompanying  resurrection  of  Jesus,  we  would  beyond 
all  doubt  possess  wonderful  memoirs  of  His  life,  but  the  living 
stream  of  vital  influence  from  that  Life  must  indicate  that  He 
lives  today  thru  the  faith  the  early  Church  had  in  the  resurrect 
tion.             The  primary  evidence  of  the  past  is  forever  closed, 
but  the  assurance  which  men  have  still  of  the  resurrected  Christ 
cannot  be  discarded.  The  ::;essage  of  -Easter  alone  can  account 
for  the  power  manifested  thru  the  preaching  of  Peter  and  Paul. 

12.  Finally,  one's  conclusion  depends  on  one's  re- 
ligious attitude  toward  the  waole  universe  and  its  interpretation. 
The  ultimate  principle  of  life  is  one  of  faith;   it  cannot  be 
demonstrated  by  any  amount  of  argument.-         If  one  believes  in 
the  over-ruling  providence  of  God,  a  matter  of  so  ^reat  moment 

as  the  tLeme  of  thit,  paper  readily  fits  into  one's  total  exper- 
ience of  life.  In  the  la.t  ancilysis,  Christianity  must  be 
its  own  best  evidence. 
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